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Highlights 


54313  Silver  Annhfersary  Year  of  the  National  System  of 
Interstate  and  Defenae  Highways  Presidential 
proclamation. 

'  54315  American  Education  Week,  1981  Presidential 
proclamation. 

54317  National  Farm-City  Week,  1981  Presidential 
proclamation. 

54495  Surface  Mining  and  Reclamation  Interior/SMREO 
issues  policy  statement  on  resubmittal  of  State 
regulatory  programs.  (Part  VI  of  this  issue) 

54410  Grant  Programs— Health  Professions  HHS/HRA 
announces  amendments  affecting  Special  Project 
Grants  and  Contracts. 

54346  Disaster  Assistance  FEMA  excludes  certain 
temporary  housing  hnm  environmental 
considerations. 

54332  Insurance  Companies  SEC  revises  financial 
statement  requirements. 

54395  Trade  Practices  Commerce/Census  proposes  to 
conduct  1982  annual  wholesale  and  retail  trade 
surveys.  (2  documents) 
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Maritime  Carriers  FMC  proposes  uniform  rules  for 
ffling  of  time/ volume  rates. 

Natural  Gas  DOE/ERA  proposes  to  amend 
outdoor  residential  lighting  rules. 

Nudear  Power  Plants  and  Reactors  NRG 

announces  availability  of  revised  regulatory  guide, 
“Safety-Related  Concrete  Structiu'es  for  Nuclear 
Power  Plants  (Other  Than  Reactor  Vessels  and 
Containments]." 

DOE  announces  intent  to  prepare  supplement  to 
environmental  impact  statement  on  Liquid  Metal 
Fast  Breeder  Reactor  (LMFBR)  Program. 

Water  Supply  Interior/RB  proposes  procedxu^s  for 
public  participation  in  water  service  and  repayment 
contract  negotiations. 

Agriculture  USDA  announces  availability  of 
revised  1981  draft  Resources  Conservation  Act 
Program  Report  and  Environmental  Impact 
Statement. 

Inventions  and  Patents  NASA  provides  licensing 
policies  and  procedures  for  federally  owned 
inventions. 

Government  Procurement  NASA  revokes 
sanctions  against  Zimbabwe  and  amends  contract 
property  management  regulations. 

Imports  CITA  adjusts  level  for  certain  cotton 
textile  products  from  Republic  gf  Singapore. 

Plant  Quarantine  USDA/ APHIS  prohibits 
importation  of  certain  classes  of  seeds  and  plant 
products  due  to  foreign  strains  of  flag  smut 

Plant  Pests  and  Animal  Diseases  USDA/ APHIS 
afffrms  rule  on  handling  of  certain  garbage  residues. 

Regulatory  Agendas 

DOE  (Part  n  of  this  issue) 

FEMA 

Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

Part  II,  DOE 
Part  III,  EPA 
Part  IV,  EPA 
Part  V,  EPA 

Part  VI,  Interior/SMREO 
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The  President 

PROCLAMATIONS 

54315  Education  Week,  American,  1981  (Proc.  4880] 

54317  Farm-City  Week,  National,  1981  (ftoc.  4881] 

54313  Interstate  and  Defense  Highways,  Silver 

Anniversary  Year  of  the  System  of  (Proc.  4879] 

Executive  Agencies 

Agricuiturai  Marketing  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

54374  Southwestern  Idaho-Eastern  Oregon 

54366  Upper  Midwest 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultursd  Marketing  Service;  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

NOTICES 

54393  Soil  and  water  conservation  program,  national; 
report  and  environmental  statement,  drafts; 
availability 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

54322  Garbage  residues,  handling;  plant  pests,  and 
livestock  and  poultry  diseases;  affirmation  of  tinal 
rule 

Overtime  services  relating  to  imports  and  exports: 

54323  Commuted  traveltime  allowances 
Plant  quarantine,  foreign: 

54319  Flag  smut 

54321  Maypan  coconut  from  Jamaica;  affirmation  of 

final  rule 

Antitrust  Division 

NOTICES 

Competitive  impact  statements  and  proposed 
consent  judgments; 

54436  Shamrock  Foods  Co. 

Canada  and  United  States-International  Joint 

Commission 

NOTICES 

54412  Osoyoos  Lake,  British  Columbia  and  Wash.;  water 
level  regulating;  hearings 

Census  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Surveys,  determinations,  etc.: 

54395  Retail  sales  and  inventories 

54395  Wholesale  trade,  annual 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

RULES 

54328  Canadian  charter  air  taxi  operators;  operating 
authority,  registration  procedures;  correction 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

54394  Air  New  Mexico,  Inc. 

54395  Jetwest  International  fitness  investigation  (2 
documents] 


54455  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Commerce  Department 

See  Census  Bureau. 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

54378  Natural  gas  for  outdoor  lighting;  sale  and  direct 
industrial  use 
NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations 
etc.: 

54398  Fuel  Technology  Review  Committee 

Consent  orders: 

54398  Houston  Natural  Gas  Corp. 

54398  Hunt,  D.  H. 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

PROPOSED  RULES 
54476  Regulatory  agenda 
NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

54397  Liquid  metal  fast  breeder  reactor  program 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  quality  planning  purposes;  designation  of  areas: 
54340  Indiana 

NOTICES 

Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control: 

54487  Butyl  glycolyl  butyl  phthalate;  response  to 

Interagency  Testing  Committee 
recommendations;  inquiry 
54491  Chlorinated  naphthalenes;  response  to 

Interagency  Testing  Committee 
recommendations;  inquiry 
54482  Polychlorinated  terphenyls;  response  to 

Interagency  Testing  Committee 
recommendations;  inquiry 

54403  Premanufacture  notices  receipts 

54404  Premanufacture  notices  receipts;  correction 

54400-  Premanufacture  notification  requirements:  test 

54402  marketing  exemption  approvals  (4  documents] 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

54324  British  Aerospace 

54325  Control  zones  and  transition  areas 

54326  Standard  instrument  approach  procedures 
54326  Transition  areas 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Airworthiness  directives: 

54381,  Boeing  (2  documents] 

54382 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  insurance;  special  hazard  areas;  map 
corrections: 

54359  Connecticut 
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54351,  Florida  (3  documents) 

54352, 

54360 

54361  Illinois 

54352  Louisiana 

54349  Massachusetts 

54347,  New  Jersey  (8  documents) 

54348, 

54353, 

54357, 

54364 

54346,  Oklahoma  (5  documents) 

54358, 

54362, 

54363 

54360,  Oregon  (2  documents) 

54363 

54348,  Tennessee  (3  documents) 

54350, 

54365 

54347,  Texas  (5  documents) 

54354, 

54355, 

54361 

54349  Utah 

54350  Washington 

54356  Wyoming 

54346  National  Environmental  Policy  Act;  implementation 
PROPOSED  RULES 
54386  Regulatory  agenda 
NOTICES  • 

Disaster  and  emergency  areas; 

54404  Texas 

Senior  Executive  Service: 

54404  Bonus  aWard  schedule 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978;  ceiling  prices  for 
high  cost  natural  gas  produced  from  tight 
formations;  various  States; 

54384  Texas 

NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

54399  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co. 

Federal  Housing  Commissioner— Office  of 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 

RULES 

Mortgage  and  loan  insurance  programs: 

54339  Supplementary  financing  for  insured  project 

mortgages;  elimination  of  maturity  requirement; 
correction 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Tariffs  filed  by  common  carriers  in  foreign 
commerce  of  U.S.; 

54391  Per-container  rates  filing;  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc., 
consideration  of  petition;  extension  of  time 
54390  Time/ volume  rate  contracts;  filing  regulations 

NOTICES 

Freight  forwarder  licenses; 

54404  H.  Stone  &  Co. 


Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

54405  Allied  Bancshares,  Inc. 

54405  Bank  of  Poplar  Bluff  Bancshares.  Inc. 

54405  Boulevard  Bancorp,  Inc. 

54405  Brinkley  Bancshares,  Inc. 

54405  Brookhaven  Financial  Corp. 

54406  Central  Illinois  Banc  Shares,  Inc. 

54406  Colorado  National  Banksliares,  Inc. 

54406  Community  Financial  Services,  Inc. 

54406  Dickey  County  Bancorporation 

54406  First  Commerce  Bancorp,  Inc. 

54406  First  of  Oswego  Financial  Corp.  ^ 

54407  First  State  Bancorporation  (2  documents) 

54407  Mechanicsville  Bancshares.  Inc. 

54407  Mt.  Zion  Bancorp,  Inc. 

54407  Northwest  Bancshares  of  Louisiana,  Inc. 

54408  Northwest  Georgia  Bankshares,  Inc. 

54408  Peoples  BanCorp 

54408  Peoples  Banking  Corp. 

54408  Republic  of  Texas  Corp. 

54408  Scott  Bancshares,  Inc. 

54409  Security  State  Investments,  Inc. 

54409  Society  Corp. 

54409  Sun  Banks  of  Florida,  Inc. 

54409  Thornton  Holding  Co.,  Inc. 

54409  U.S.  Bancorp. 

54409  University  Bancshares,  Inc. 

54410  Wray  State  Bancorporation 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Health  Resources  Administration. 

Health  Resources  Administration 

NOTICES 

Grants;  availability,  etc.: 

54410  Nursing  education  opportunities 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  Federal  Housing  Commissioner — Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing. 

■  Interior  Department 

See  Land  Management  Bureau;  National  Park 
Service;  Reclamation  Bureau;  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  Office. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

54413  Long  and  short  haul  applications  for  relief 
Motor  carriers; 

54414  Finance  applications 

54413  Fuel  costs  recovery,  expedited  procedures 

54415  Lease  and  interchange  of  vehicles 

54415,  Permanent  authority  applications  (2  documents) 

54419 

54415,  Permanent  authority  applications;  correction  (2 

54419  documents) 

54417  Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 

removals  , 

54424  Temporary  authority  applications 

54424  Temporary  authority  applications;  correction 

Justice  Department 

See  Antitrust  Division. 
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Land  Management  Bureau 

RULES 

Public  land  orders: 

54344,  Oregon  (4  documents) 

54345 

54345  Washington 

Management  and  Budget  Office 

NOTICES 

54441  Agency  forms  under  review 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

RULES 

54328  Inventions,  federally  owned;  patent  licensing 

policies  and  procedures;  interim  rule  and  request 

for  comments 

Procurement: 

54341  'Directive  81-7 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

54440  Aeronautics  Advisory  Committee  and  Advisory 
Council 

National  Credit  Union  Administration 

NOTICES 

54455  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

54391  Fields  of  direct  view;  trucks,  buses  and 
multipurpose  passenger  vehicles;  availability  of 
analysis 

54392  Lamps,  reflective  devices,  and  associated 
equipment;  multiple  compartment  stop  lamps  and 
turn  signal  lamps;  minimum  effective  projected 
luminous  lens  area  reduction;  correction 

54391  Seat  belt  assembly  anchorages;  rulemaking 
petition  denied 
NOTICES 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards;  exemption 
petitions,  etc.: 

54453  Volkswagen  of  America;  automotive  fuel 

economy  requirements 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Concession  contract  negotiations: 

54411  Kettle  Falls  Hotel,  Inc. 

54411  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park,  Calif.;  California 
Guest  Services,  Inc.;  correction 
Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

54410  Big  Thicket  National  Preserve,  Tex.,  Arco 
Exploration  Co.;  operations  plan  for  seismic 
survey 

54411  Ford’s  Theatre  National  Historical  Site;  meeting 

National  Science  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

54440  Policy  Research  and  Analysis  and  Science 
Resource  Studies  Advisory  Committee 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

’  PROPOSED  RULES 

Production  and  utilization  facilities,  domestic 
licensing: 

54378  Power  reactor  safety;  licensing  requirements  for 


pending  operating  license  applications:  extension 
of  time  ■ 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

54440  Arizona  Public  Service  Co.,  et  al. 

54441  Regulatory  guides;  issuance  and  availability 

Postal  Rate  Commission 

NOTICES 

54448  Electronic  mail  classiHcation  proposal,  1978;  scope 
of  remanded  proceedings  and  establishment  of 
procedural  schedule;  inquiry 

Postal  Service 

RULES 

Domestic  Mail  Manual: 

54339  Endorsement  line  in  address  block  or  label; 

optional  use  in  lieu  of  color  coded  pressure 
sensitive  package  labels;  correction 

Presidential  Advisory  Committee  on  Federalism 

NOTICES 

54448  Meetings 

Reclamation  Bureau 

NOTICES 

54411  Water  service  and  repayment  contract 

negotiations;  public  participation  procedures; 
review  and  inquiry 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

RULES 

Financial  statements: 

54332  Uniform  registration  and  reporting  requirements 
(Regulation  S-X);  insurance  companies;  revision 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

54448  American  Electric  Power  Co.,  Inc. 

54449  Money  Market  Fund  for  Bank  Trust  Departments 

54450  Ohio  National  Life  Insurance  Co.  et  al. 

Small  Business  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

54452  Fourth  Street  Capital  Corp. 

Small  business  investment  companies: 

54453  Maximum  annual  cost  of  money  to  small 
business  concerns;  Federal  Financing  Bank  rate 

Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement 
Office 

RULES 

Permanent  regulatory  program;  non-Federal  and 
non-Indian  lands: 

54495  State  program  resubmission  permitted  within  60 

days  following  lifting  of  injunction;  policy 
statement 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Permanent  program  submission;  various  States: 
54385  Virginia;  reopening  of  comment  period 

Textile  Agreements  Implementation  Committee 

NOTICES 

Cotton  textiles: 

54396  Singapore 


VI 
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Transportation.  Department 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administration;  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration. 

Veterans  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

54454  Structural  Safety  of  Veterans  Administration 
Facilities  Advisory  Committee 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

National  Park  Service — 

54411  Ford's  Theatre  National  Historical  Site. 

Washington.  D.C.  (open),  11-23-81 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

54440  NASA  Advisory  Council,  Aeronautics  Advisory 
Committee,  Aeronautical  Propulsion  Technology 
Informal  Advisory  Subcommittee,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
(open),  11-17  through  11-19-81 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
54440  Policy  Research  and  Analysis  and  Science 
Resources  Studies  Advisory  Committee, 
Washuigton,  D.C.  (open),  11-12  and  11-13-81 

PRESIDENTIAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  FEDERALISM 
54448  Transportation  Subcommittee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  11-19-81 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
54454  Structural  Safety  of  Veterans  Administration 

Facilities  Advisory  Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  11-6-81 

HEARINGS 

CANADA  AND  UNITED  STATES-HNTERNATIONAL 
JOINT  COMMISSION 

54412  Levels  of  Osoyoos  Lake,  Oroville,  Wash,  and 
Osoyoos,  British  Columbia.  12-8-81 

CANCELLED  HEARING 

POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

54448  Electronic  mail  classification,  Washington,  D.C., 
10-29-81,  cancelled 
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Title  3 —  Proclamation  4879  of  October  29,  1981 

The  President  Silver  Anniversary  Year  of  the  National  System  of  Interstate 

and  Defense  Highways 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

A  quarter  of  a  century  ago,  on  June  29,  1956,  President  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 
approved  legislation  which  launched  one  of  the  most  significant  and  far- 
reaching  domestic  programs  in  the  history  of  the  United  States— the  42,500- 
mile  National  System  of  Interstate  and  Defense  Highways. 

Now  more  than  94  percent  completed,  with  over  40,000  miles  in  use,  the 
Interstate  System  has  profoundly  affected  the  lifestyles  of  all  Americans. 
Crisscrossing  the  Nation  from  ocean  to  ocean  and  from  border  to  border,  it 
links  more  than  90  percent  of  our  cities  that  have  populations  of  50,000  or 
more,  as  well  as  many  smaller  cities  and  towns.  The  system  comprises  little 
more  than  one  percent  of  the  Nation's  total  road  and  street  mileage,  yet 
carries  20  percent  of  the  trafbc. 

The. Interstate  System  is  modem  America’s  paramount  asset.  By  drastically 
cutting  travel  time  it  has  drawn  diverse  sections  of  the  country  together.  It 
expedites  the  movement  of  goods  and  produce,  reducing  costs  and  promoting 
competition.  These  and  other  economic  beneHts  of  the  Interstate  System  have 
had  a  lasting  impact  on  the  standard  of  living  of  every  American.  At  the  same 
time,  it  provides  us  the  means  for  the  movement  of  military  forces  and 
supplies  in  the  event  of  a  national  emergency. 

The  Interstate  System  is  a  magnibcent  undertaking  in  which  all  Americans 
can  justifiably  take  great  pride,  and  one  which  will  return  rich  dividends  to 
the  American  people  for  many  decades  to  come. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RONALD  REAGAN,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  proclaim  1981  as  The  Silver  Anniversary  Year  of  the 
National  System  of  Interstate  and  Defense  Highways.  I  urge  Federal,  State  and 
local  government  officials,  as  well  as  highway  industry  and  other  organiza¬ 
tions,  to  hold  appropriate  observances  during  the  remainder  of  this  year, 
recognizing  the  benefits  that  the  Interstate  System  has  provided  for  our 
country  during  the  past  25  years  and  reflecting  upon  how  we  can  best  continue 
to  realize  those  benefits  in  the  future. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  29th  day  of  Oct.  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty-one,  and  of  the  Independ¬ 
ence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  sixth. 
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Proclamation  4880  of  October  29,  1981 

American  Education  Week,  1981 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

Among  the  most  precious  gifts  a  child  can  receive  is  a  good  education. 
Historically,  the  primary  responsibility  for  educating  our  youth  has  rested  with 
parents.  State  and  local  educators  stand  to  assist  parents  in  achieving  educa¬ 
tional  goals.  The  cooperative  effort  between  parents  and  educators  is  the 
irreplaceable  ingredient  for  American  education. 

In  a  free  society,  we  are  fortunate  to  have  the  right  to  oversee  our  children’s 
education.  The  success  of  our  educational  system  depends  upon  the  exercise 
of  this  right  by  parents.  It  is  thus  fitting  that  mothers  and  fathers  throughout 
the  Nation  should  be  encouraged  to  be  involved  with  their  local  schools  and  to 
participate  in  supportive  activities. 

It  is  appropriate  that  the  theme  of  this  year’s  American  Education  Week  is 
"American  Education  and  You:  Partners  in  Our  Children’s  Future.’’  Increased 
teamwork  between  school,  home,  church  or  synagogue,  and  the  community 
cannot  help  but  add  to  the  quality  of  our  children’s  education. 

As  a  Nation,  we  are  dedicated  to  excellence  in  education.  It  means  a  better 
life  for  our  children  as  individuals,  and  it  further  secures  the  liberty  which  we 
cherish.  As  James  Madison  said,  "Knowledge  will  forever  govern  ignorance: 
And  a  people  who  mean  to  be  their  own  Governors,  must  arm  themselves  with 
the  power  which  knowledge  gives.” 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  RONALD  REAGAN,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  designate  the  week  beginning  November  15,  1981,  as 
American  Education  Week. 

I  invite  all  Americans  to  form  education  partnerships  in  shaping  our  children’s 
future. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  29th  day  of  Oct.,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty-one,  and  of  the  Independ¬ 
ence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  sixth. 
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Proclamation  4881  of  October  29,  1981 

National  Farm-City  Week,  1981 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

American  agriculture  is  a  modern-day  miracle.  In  the  last  30  years,  United 
States  farmers  have  increased  productivity  by  50  percent.  Now,  fewer  than  4 
percent  of  our  population  provides  our  Nation’s  agricultural  products — and 
enough  more  to  feed  millions  of  people  overseas. 

The  trust,  reliance,  and  interdependence  of  farms  and  cities  is  a  basic  strength 
of  this  great  Nation.  Farm  and  city  people  have  long  been  partners  in 
economic  and  social  progress.  Without  farms  to  provide  food  and  Hber,  cities 
would  be  barren:  without  the  products  and  services  of  cities,  farms  would  be 
primitive. 

A  close  partnership  between  farm  and  city  people  in  the  productive  use  of 
land,  labor,  and  capital  is  paramount  if  our  Nation  is  to  continue  to  have  an 
abundance  of  safe,  wholesome  food  as  well  as  an  abundance  of  goods  and 
services  at  reasonable  prices. 

To  achieve  a  deeper  appreciation  of  the  contributions  and  cooperation  of 
farms  and  cities,  the  Nation  has  set  aside  a  week  in  November  as  National 
Farm-City  Week.  The  theme  is:  Partners  in  Progress — Key  to  the  Future. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  1,  RONALD  REAGAN,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  designate  the  period  November  20  through  November  26, 
1981,  as  National  Farm-City  Week. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  29th  day  of  Oct.  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty-one,  and  of  the  Independ¬ 
ence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  sixth. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

7  CFR  Part  319 

Flag  Smut  (Foreign  Strains) 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  revises  the 
flag  smut  regulations  to  prohibit  certain 
importations  into  the  United  States 
(defined  as  the  States,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  certain  Territories  of  the 
United  States)  of  certain  classes  of 
seeds  and  plant  products  because  of 
foreign  strains  of  flag  smut.  This  is 
necessary  to  update  regulations  and  to 
prevent  the  in^duction  of  foreign 
strains  of  flag  smut  into  the  United 
States. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 
Frank  Cooper,  Staff  Officer,  Regulatory 
Support  Staffi  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  635  Federd  Building, 
6505  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville.  MD 
20782,  301-436-8248. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12291 

The  final  rule  is  issued  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291  and  Secretary's  Memorandum  No. 
1512-1,  and  has  been  determined  to  be 
not  a  "major  rule.”  Based  on  information 
compiled  by  the  Department,  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  effect  on  the  economy;  will 
not  cause  a  major  increase  in  costs  or 
prices  for  consiuners,  individual 
industries.  Federal,  State  or  local 
government  agencies,  or  geographic 


regions;  and  will  not  have  a  significant 
adverse  effect  on  competition, 
employment,  investment,  productivity, 
innovation,  or  on  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets.  The  final 
rule  designates  certain  classes  of  seeds 
and  plant  products  as  prohibited  articles 
and  thereby  prohibits  the  importation  of 
such  articles  unless  imported  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  for 
experimental  or  scientific  purposes 
imder  specified  conditions.  There  is 
little,  if  any,  importation  of  articles 
which  would  be  prohibited  fi'om  being 
imported  under  ffie  final  rule. 

Alternatives  were  considered  in 
connection  with  the  proposal  and  the 
final  rule.  In  this  connection, 
consideration  has  been  given  concerning 
whether  (1)  to  delete  all  restrictions  on 
the  importation  into  the  United  States  of 
articles  proposed  to  be  designated  as 
prohibited  articles,  (2)  to  designate  all  of 
such  articles  as  proUbited  articles  and 
to  thereby  prohibit  the  importation  of 
such  articles  unless  imported  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  for 
experimental  or  scientific  purposes 
under  specified  conditions,  or  (3)  to 
allow  the  importation  by  any  importers 
of  such  articles  under  restrictions. 
Alternative  (2)  is  adopted  because  it 
appears  that  otherwise  there  would  be  a 
significant  risk  of  introducing  into  the 
United  States  foreign  strains  of  flag 
smut,  and  consequently  of  causing  a 
substantial  reduction  of  the  yield  of 
wheat  in  the  United  States. 

Under  the  circumstances  referred  to 
above,  it  appears  that  the  final  rule  is 
cost  effective.  Also,  it  appears  that  the 
final  rule  maximizes  net  benefits  to 
society  at  the  lowest  net  cost. 

Background 

On  July  22, 1980,  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  published  a 
document  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
48905-48909)  proposing  to  revise  the  flag 
smut  regulations  (7  CFR  319.59  et  seq.)  to 
designate  certain  seeds  and  plant 
products  as  prohibited  articles  and 
thereby  to  prohibit  the  importation  into 
the  United  States  (defined  as  the  States, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  certain 
Territories  of  the  United  States)  of  such 
seeds  and  plant  products  imless 
imported  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  experimental  or  scientific 
purposes  under  specified  conditions.  In 


this  connection,  it  was  proposed  to 
designate  the  following  seeds  and  plant 
products  as  prohibited  articles  if  from 
certain  coimtries  or  localities:  grain, 
straw  (other  than  straw,  with  or  without 
heads,  processed  or  manufactured  for 
use  indoors,  such  as  for  decorative 
purposes  or  for  use  as  toys),  hulls,  chaff, 
and  products  of  the  milli^  process  other 
than  flour  (i.e.,  bran,  shorts,  thistle 
sharps,  and  pollards)  of  Triticum  spp. 
(wheat).  oiAegilops  spp.,  or  of  any 
intergeneric  cross  whidi  includes 
Triticum  spp.  (wheat)  orAegilops  spp. 
as  a  parent;  and  seeds  of  Melilotus 
indica  (annual  yellow  sweetclover),  and 
seeds  of  any  other  field  crops  that  have 
been  separated  from  wheat  during  the 
screening  process.  Under  the  proposal 
any  of  these  seeds  and  plant  products 
would  be  prohibited  articles  if  firom 
Afghanistan,  Algeria.  Australia, 
Bangladesh,  Bulgaria,  Chile,  People’s 
Republic  of  China,  Cyprus.  Egypt, 
Falkland  Islands,  Greece,  Guatemala, 
Hungary,  India,  Iran,  Iraq,  Israel,  Italy, 
Japan,  Korea,  Libya,  Morocco,  Nepal, 
Oman,  Pakistan,  Portugal,  Romania, 
Spain,  Tanzania,  Tunisia,  Turkey. 
Republic  of  South  Africa,  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  or  Venezuela. 

The  document  of  July  22, 1980, 
provided  that  written  comments  were  to 
be  received  on  or  before  September  23, 
1980.  Also,  in  accordance  with  the 
notice  given  in  the  document  of  July  22, 
1980,  a  public  hearing  to  consider  the 
proposed  amendments  was  held  on 
August  27, 1980,  in  Hyattsville, 
Maryland. 

Two  written  comments  were  received 
in  response  to  the  proposal  and  one 
person  made  oral  comments  at  the 
public  hearing.  Based  on  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  the  proposal,  the  provisions  in 
the  proposal  have  been  adopted  in  the 
final  rule  except  as  otherwise  explained 
below. 

One  of  the  written  comments  was 
from  a  representative  of  a  State 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  other 
was  from  a  representative  of  a  farm 
bureau  federation.  Both  written 
comments  were  in  favor  of  the  proposal. 
The  oral  comments,  given  by  an 
employee  of  the  Department,  concerned 
the  use  of  the  fungicide  Vitavax  and 
common  names  for  articles  of  Aegilops 
spp. 

The  oral  commenter  noted  that 
Vitavax  has  been  used  as  a  fungicide 
against  flag  smut  on  wheat  grain  which 
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was  imported  by  the  U.S.  Dqrartment  at 
Agriculhire  for  experimental  or  scientific 
purposes.  No  changes  are  made  based 
on  diis  comment  ^though  Vitavax  has 
been  used  in  connection  with  wheat 
grain  imported  by  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agric^ture  for  experimental  or 
scientific  purposes,  diers  does  not 
appear  to  be  a  basis  for  making  changes 
fi'om  the  provisions  in  the  proposal 
because  of  Vitavax.  since  there  has  not 
been  su^ient  research  to  establish 
under  what  conditians  Vilavax  woukl 
be  fully  effective  for  destroying  all  flag 
smut  spores. 

It  was  stated  in  die  proposal  that  a 
common  name  was  not  hidiided  for 
articles  of  Aegilope  qip.  becaurc  it 
appeared  diat  thm  was  no  common 
name  for  diese  artides.  However,  die 
oral  commmiter  indicated  that  common 
names  for  these  articles  are  ‘Ibarb 
goatgrass”  and  “goatgrsffis’VThe 
Department  agrees  timt  diese  are 
common  names  forartkles  t^Aegilaps 
spp.  €md  diey  are  added  as  common 
names  for  articles  at  Aegilopa  spp. 

PART  319--FORSQM  CRIARANTME 
NOTICE 

According,  “Sulqiart— Flag  SDsai”  in 
7  CFR  Part  319  is  revised  to  road  as 
follows: 

Subpart— Rag  Smut  (Foreign  SMhs} 

Sec. 

319.59  Prohititforts  on  anportatfoa;  cBsposal 
of  articles  refused  mportatioa, 

319.5^1  Defiaitioas. 

319.50-2  Prohibited  Articles. 

Authority:  Sections  UB.  11)7, 71  Stat  XI  and 
34,  as  amended;  37  Stat  864;  sections  7  and  91. 
37  Stat  317  and  318^  as  amended;  section  K). 
45  Stab  408  (7  U.S.C.  ISOdd,  ISQff  ISA  m 
162,  and  164a);  37  FR  28464. 28477,  as 
amended;  45  FR  8564, 856& 

Subpart— Flag  Smut  (Foreign  Strahw) 

§319.59  PioMbittoiieoniniportatiofi; 
disposal  of  articles  refuaad  Importation. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Plant 
Quarantine  Act  (7  U.S.C  160)  tibe 
Secretary  has  determined  th^  in  order 
to  prevent  dm  introducdoB  into  the 
United  States  from  any  foreign  country 
or  localky  of  foreign  strains  of  flag  smut, 
it  is  necessary,  except  as  provided  in 

S  319.50-2(b)  (d  this  sobp^  to  psohfoit 
the  import^oo  into  the  United  States  of 
certain  articles  from  certain  foreif^ 
countries  and  locslitics.  Accocdin^y,  no 
person  shall  is^rt  or  offer  fen  entry 
into  the  malted  States  any  ardde 
designated  in  i  31&S9-2(a}  of  Aas 
subpart  as  a  prohibited  article,  except  as 
■  otherwise  provided  in  §  319.59-2(b)  of 
this  subpaiL 

(b)  Any  artide  rdhised  importation  in 
accordance  with  the  reqnkeiiients  of 


this  subpart  shall  be  prompUy  removed 
from  the  United  States  or  abandoned  by 
the  importer  for  destruction,  and 
pending  such  action  shall  be  subject  to 
the  immediate  application  of  su(^ 
safeguards  against  escape  of  injurious 
plant  diseases  (includkig  foreign  strains 
of  flag  smut],  iniurioos  insect  pests  and 
other  plant  pWts  as  an  inspector 
determines  necessary  to  prevent  Ihe 
introduedem  into  the  United  States  of 
such  diseases  or  pests.  If  suda  article  is 
not  prompt^  safeguarded,  removed  from 
the  United  States,  or  abandoned  for 
destrudion  by  tiie  importer,  ft  may  be 
seized,  destroyed,  oratihmwiae  disposed 
of  in  accordance  witii  section  10  of  the 
Plant  Quarantine  Act  (7  IISjC.  164al  and 
sections  105  and  107  dt  tiie  Federal  Plant 
Pest  Act  (7  U.S.a  ISOdd.  ISOfQ. 

§319.59-1  DeOMRIon. 

Terms  used  hi  the  singidar  form  in  this 
subpart  shall  be  emmfru^  as  the  pkiral, 
and  vice  versa,  as  the  case  may 
demand.  The  fi^bwkig  tennsv  whm 
used  in  this  sut^mrt,  ^aQ  be  ccmstnied, 
respectively,  to  meam 

Deputy  AdadMstrator.  The  Deputy 
Admimdralor  of  Plant  Protection 
Quarantine,  Animal  and  Plant  HeeJlh 
Inspection  Service,  US.  Department  of 
Agriadtaie.  or  any  otimr  officer  or 
employee  of  said  Service  to  whom 
authority  to  act  hi  his/her  stead  has 
been  or  may  hereafter  be  delegated. 

DiseasOi  The  tenn,  in  addition  to  its 
common  meaning,  incladea  a  dbease 
agent  whidi  incites  a  disease. 

Foreign  strains  of  flag  smut  Hant 
diseases  caused  by  fordgn  strains  of 
highly  infective  fungi,  tAocystis 
agropyri  (Preuss)  Sclvoet.  wltich  attadc 
wheat  and  tubs^tially  reduce  fta  yield, 
and  which  are  new  to  or  not  widd^ 
prevaleift  or  distributed  wfthm  and 
throughout  the  United  States. 

From.  An  article  is  considered  tube 
“from"  any  country  or  locality  in  which 
it  was  ffrown. 

Inspector.  Any  empfoyee  (dPlazft 
Protection  and  Quarantine,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service.  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  or  other 
person,  authorize  by  the  Deputy 
Administrator  in  accordmice  wi^  law  to 
enforce  tiie  (vovisions  of  tiw  regulations 
in  thissdbp^ 

Person.  An  individiiaL  corporation, 
company,  society,  or  association. 

Plant  Protection  and  Qparaatiae.  The 
organiaatiottal  unit  within  the  Animal 
and  Pkuit  Healtii  InqiectioB  Serriee, 

U.S.  Deparhnent  of  Apicoltase. 
delegate  responaibtbty  for  enforcing 
provisions  of  the  Plant  QuarantBie 
the  Federal  Plant  Peat  Act.  and  related 
legislation,  and  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder. 


Prohibited  Article’.  Any  class  of  seed 
or  other  plant  product  designated  in 
§  319.59-2(a]. 

Secretary.  The  Secretary  of. 
Agriculture,  or  any  other  officer  or 
employee  of  the  Department  of 
Agricaltiire  to  vdiom  Mrthority  to  act  hi 
his/her  stead  has  been  or  may  h^after 
be  delegated. 

Spp.  (spectee).  AH  species,  clones, 
cultivars,  strains,  varieties,  and  hybrids, 
of  a  genus. 

United  States.  The  States,  District  of 
Columbia,  American  Samoa.  Nmthem 
Mariana  Islands,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the 
Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States. 

§319.59-2  Prohttiited  articles. 

(a)  The  articles  listed  in  paragraph 
(a)(1)  of  tins  section  from  the  countries 
and  localities  listed  in  paragraph  (a)(2) 
of  this  section  are  pntiubited  articles 
because  of  foreign  sfrains  of  flag  smut 
and  are  prohibited  from  being  imported 
or  offered  for  entry  into  the  United 
States  except  as  provided  in  §  319.5&- 
2(b]  of  this  subpi^ 

(1] (i]  Grain,  straw  (otiier  tiun  straw, 
with  or  without  head^  processed  or 
manufactured  for  use  indoors,  such  as 
for  decorative  pm^oses  or  for  use  as 
toys),  huHs,  chaff,  and  products  of  the  , 
milling  process  other  than  flour  (ke^ 
bran,  shorts,  tiiistle  riiaipe.  and 
pollards)  of  TrHkntm  spp.  (whea^  of 
Aegilops  spp.  (barb  goatgrasa, 
goatgrass),  or  of  any  intergeneric  cross 
which  includes  THticum  8{^  (wheat)  or 
Aegilops  spp.  (barb  goatgrass, 
goatgrass)  as  a  parent; 

(ii)  Seeds  of  aieliltftus  inditxt  (annaal 
yellow  sweetclover)  and  seeds  of  any 
other  field  crops  that  have  been 
separated  from  wheat  during  the 
screening  process. 

(2)  Af^ianistan.  Algeria,  Australia. 
Ban^adesh,  Bulgaria,  Chile,  People’s 
Republic  of  Chi^  Cyprus,  Egypt. 
Falkland  Islands,  Gre^,  Guatemala, 
Hungary.  India.  Iran,  fraq,  Israel,  Italy, 
Japan,  Kmrea,  Libya,  Morocco^  Nepal. 
Oman,  Pakistan,  Portugal,  Romcmia, 
Spain,  Tanzania,  Tunisia,  Turkey, 
Republic  of  Soutii  Afirica,  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republic,  and 
Venezuela. 

(b)  Any  article  hated  as  a  prohibited 
artide  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
may  be  imported  or  offered  for  entry 
into  the  United  States  ifi 

(1)  inqiorted  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Apiculture  for 
experimentid  or  scientific  purposes; 

(2)  inqxxted  at  tiie  Hant  Ormplasm 
Quarantine  Ceteter,  Baildmg  320. 
Beltsville  Agricuteural  Reaearch  Center 
East,  Beltevtile,  MD  2070S; 
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(3)  imported  pursuant  to  a 
Departmental  permit  issued  for  such 
article  and  kept  on  file  at  the  Plant 
Germplasm  Quarantine  Center, 

(4)  imported  under  conditions 
specified  on  the  Departmental  permit 
and  found  by  the  Deputy  Administrator 
to  be  adequate  to  prevent  the 
introduction  into  the  United  States  of 
tree,  plant,  or  fruit  diseases  (including 
foreign  strains  of  flag  smut),  injurious 
insects,  and  other  plant  pests,  i.e., 
conditions  of  treatment,  processing, 
growing,  shipment,  disposal;  and 

(5)  imported  with  a  Departmental  tag 
or  label  securely  attached  to  the  outside 
of  the  container  containing  the  article  or 
securely  attached  to  the  article  itself  if 
not  in  a  container,  and  with  such  tag  or 
label  bearing  a  Departmental  permit 
number  corresponding  to  the  number  of 
the  Departmental  permit  issued  for  such 
article. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th  day  of 
October  1981. 

William  F.  Helms, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine.  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31779  Ned  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOe  3410-34-M 


7  CFR  Part  319 

Importation  of  Maypan  Variety  of 
Cocos  Nudfera  (Coconut)  From 
Jamaica 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Affirmation  of  final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  affirms  the  final 
rule  which  amended  the  “Nursery  Stock, 
Plants.  Roots,  Bulbs,  Seeds,  and  Other 
Plant  Products”  regulations  to  allow 
seeds  of  the  Maypan  variety  (=>Fi 
hybrid,  Malayan  Dwarf  x  Panama  Tall) 
of  Cocos  mcifera  (coconut)  to  be 
imported  into  the  United  States  fiom 
Jamaica  if,  in  addition  to  other 
requirements,  they  are  accompanied  at 
the  time  of  importation  by  a 
phytosanitary  certificate  of  inspection 
containing  an  accurate  declaration  that 
the  seeds  were  found  by  the  plant 
protection  service  of  Jamaica  to  be  of 
the  Maypan  variety  based  on  visual 
examination  of  the  parent  stock.  This 
final  rule  is  necessary  in  order  to 
eliminate  the  imposition  of  unnecessary 
requirements  on  the  importation  of  suc^ 
seeds  of  Cocos  nudfera. 

EFFECnve  date:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

T.  J.  Lanier,  Chief  Staff  Officer, 
Regulatory  Support  Staff,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine,  Animal  and 


Plant  Health  Inspection  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agricul  ture,  Room  635 
Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782,  301-436-8247. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12291 

The  final  rule  has  been  determined  to 
be  not  a  “major  rule"  under  Executive 
Order  12291.  Based  on  information 
compiled  by  the  Department  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  effect  on  the  economy;  will 
not  cause  a  major  increase  in  costs  or 
prices  for  consumers,  individual 
industries,  FederaL  State,  or  local 
government  agencies,  or  geographic 
regions:  and  will  not  have  a  sigj^cant 
adverse  effect  on  competition, 
employment  investment  productivity, 
innovation,  or  on  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets. 

The  final  rule  amended  the  “Nursery 
Stock,  Plants,  Roots,  Bulbs,  Seeds,  aiul 
Other  Plant  Products”  regulations  to 
allow  the  importation  of  seeds  of  the 
Maypan  variety  (=Fi  hybrid,  Malayan 
Dwarf  X  Panama  Tall)  of  Cocos  nudfera 
(coconut)  firom  Jamaica  if,  in  addition  to 
other  requirements,  they  are 
accompanied  at  the  time  of  importation 
by  a  phytosanitary  certificate  of 
inspection  containing  an  accurate 
declaration  that  the  seeds  were  found 
by  the  plant  protection  service  of 
Jamaica  to  be  of  the  Maypan  variety 
based  on  visual  examination  of  the 
parent  stock.  Prior  to  the  establishment 
of  the  final  rule  seeds  of  the  Maypan 
variety  of  Cocos  nudfera  were 
designated  as  prohibited  articles  and 
were  prohibited  fiom  being  imported 
into  the  United  States  unless  imported 
by  the  U.S.  Depcutment  of  Agriculture 
for  experimental  or  scientific  purposes 
under  certain  conditions. 

Alternatives  were  considered  in 
connection  with  the  final  rule. 
Alternatives  considered  were  (1)  to 
allow  the  importation  of  seeds  of  the 
Maypan  variety  without  such 
restrictions,  (2)  to  continue  to  designate 
all  seeds  of  the  Maypan  variety  as 
prohibited  articles  or  (3)  to  allow  the 
importation  of  seeds  of  the  Maypan 
variety  under  conditions  impost  by  the 
final  nile. 

Alternative  (1)  was  not  adopted 
because  under  tliis  alternative  there 
would  be  a  substantial  risk  of 
inadvertently  allowing  the  importation 
of  prohibited  coconut  seeds  t^t  could 
spread  lethal  yellowing  disease  within 
the  United  States.  The  Maypan  variety 
had  been  designated  as  a  prohilnted 
article  in  order  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
lethal  yellowing  disease  into 


noninfected  areas  of  the  United  States, 
but  it  has  been  determined  that  the 
Maypan  variety  is  resistant  to  lethal 
yellowing  disease.  However,  a 
determination  as  to  whether  seeds  are 
of  such  Maypan  variety  cannot  be  made 
upon  inspection  at  the  time  of 
importation. 

Alternative  (2)  was  not  adopted 
because  it  is  uimecessarily  restrictive. 
Alternative  (3)  was  adopted  because 
under  the  coq^tions  imposed  by  the 
final  rule  see^  of  the  Maypan  variety 
can  be  imported  without  a  significtmt 
risk  of  spreading  lethal  yellowing 
disease  into  noninfected  areas  of  the 
United  States. 

With  the  change  made  by  the  final 
rule  there  are  now  two  types  of  seeds  of 
Cocos  nudfera  which  are  allowed  to  be 
imported  under  the  regulations.  Seeds  of 
Cocos  nudfera  of  the  Malayan  dwarf 
variety  have  been  allowed  to  be 
imported  under  conditions  similar  to 
those  imposed  under  the  final  rule  for 
seeds  of  the  Maypan  variety.  It  appears 
that  seeds  of  the  Malayan  dwarf  variety 
and  of  the  Maypan  variety  eire  being 
imported  mainly  for  the  purpose  of 
replacing  approximately  200,000  palm 
trees  in  Horida  which  have  been 
destroyed  by  lethal  yellowing  disease.  It 
is  necessary  to  import  such  coconut 
seeds  because  there  are  no  coconut 
seeds  that  are  resistant  to  lethal 
yellowing  disease  currently  being 
produced  commercially  in  the  United 
States.  The  benefits  of  having  palm  trees 
from  the  coconut  seeds  imder  conditions 
imposed  by  the  final  rule  far  outweigh 
the  costs  of  assuring  compliance  with 
the  final  rule,  and  it  appears  that  the 
final  rule  maximizes  net  benefits  to 
society  at  the  lowest  net  cost. 

Background 

A  dociunent  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  12, 1980  (45  FR 
53449-53450),  amended  §  319.37-5(g)  of 
the  “Nursery  Stock,  Plants,  Roots,  Bulbs, 
Seeds,  and  Other  Plant  Products” 
regulations  (7  CFR  319.37-5(g))  to  allow 
seeds  of  the  Maypan  variety  (=Ft 
hybrid,  Malayan  Dwarf  x  Panama  Tall) 
of  Cocos  nudfera  (coconut)  to  be 
imported  into  the  United  States  fiom 
Jamaica  if,  in  addition  to  other 
requirements,  they  are  accompanied  at 
the  time  of  importation  by  a 
phytosanitary  certificate  of  inspection 
containing  an  accurate  declaration  that 
the  seeds  were  found  by  the  plant 
protection  service  of  Jamaica  to  be  of 
the  Maypan  variety  Imsed  on  visual 
examination  of  the  parent  stock.  The 
amendment  became  effective  on  the 
date  of  publication.  The  document 
provided  that  the  amendment  was 
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necessary  as  an  emergency  measure  in 
order  to  delete  unnecessary 
requirements  concerning  the  importation 
of  such  seeds  of  Cocos  mcifera. 

Written  comments  were  solicited  for 
60  days  after  publication  of  the 
amendment  and  a  public  hearing  was 
held  on  August  27, 1980.  No  written 
comments  were  received  in  response  to 
the  amendment  and  no  comments  were 
presented  at  the  public  hearing.  The 
factual  situations  which  were  set  forth 
in  the  document  of  August  12,  *1980,  still 
provide  a  basis  for  the  amendment  and 
the  amendment  has  been  retained. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  the  seeds 
of  such  Maypan  variety  for  importation 
from  Jamaica  are  subject  to  additional 
general  requirements  in  the  regulations, 
i.e.,  requirements  concerning  permits, 
inspection,  phytosanitary  certiHcates  of 
inspection,  growing  media,  approved 
packing  material,  marking  and  identity, 
arrival  notification,  prohibited  articles 
accompanying  restricted  articles, 
treatment  and  costs  and  charges  for 
inspection  and  treatment,  and  ports  of 
entry  (see  7  CFR  319.37  through  319.37- 
14). 

Under  the  circumstances  set  forth 
above,  it  has  been  determined  that  the 
final  rule  should  remain  efiective  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  12, 1980. 

Authority:  Section  106, 71  Stat.  33  (7  U.S.C 
ISOee);  Sections  S,  7,  and  9, 37  Stat.  316, 317, 
and  318  (7  U.S.C.  159, 160, 162);  37  FR  28464, 
28477  as  amended;  45  FR  8564, 8565. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28tb  day  of 
October  1981. 

William  F.  Helms, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31781  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNO  CODE  3410-34-M 


7  CFR  Part  330 
9  CFR  Part  94 

Handling  of  Certain  Garbage  Residues 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Affirmation  of  final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  affirms  the  final 
rule  which  amended  the  garbage 
regulations  concerning  plant  pests  and 
livestock  and  poultry  diseases  to  allow 
materials  extracted  fi'om  residues  of 
garbage  that  have  been  unloaded  fi'om 
certain  means  of  conveyance  arriving  in 
States,  Districts,  Territories,  or 
possessions  of  the  United  States  and 
cooked  at  212”  F  for  30  minutes,  to  be 
excepted  fi'om  provisions  providing  for 


disposal  by  burying  if  the  materials  are 
determined  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  or  his/her  delegate  to  be 
unsuitable  for  use  as  food  or  as  soil 
additives;  and  amended  such 
regulations  to  specify  that  the  garbage 
residues  not  excepted  fi'om  the  burial 
provisions  may  be  disposed  of  by 
burying  only  if  buried  in  a  landfill. 

These  actions  are  necessary  in  order  to 
eliminate  the  imposition  of  unnecessary 
requirements  concerning  the  disposition 
of  such  garbage  residues,  and  to  provide 
criteria  adequate  to  prevent  the 
dissemination  of  plant  pests  and 
livestock  or  poultry  diseases. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ronald  B.  Caffey,  Assistant  to  Deputy 
Administrator  for  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  664  Federal  Building, 
6505  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD 
20782,  301-436-8247. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12291 

The  final  rule  has  been  determined  to 
be  not  a  “major  rule”  under  Executive 
Order  12291  and  Secretary's 
Memorandum  1512-1.  Based  on 
information  compiled  by  the 
Department,  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant  effect 
on  the  economy;  will  not  cause  a  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  and  will 
not  have  a  significant  adverse  effect  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

The  final  rule  allows  materials 
extracted  from  residues  of  garbage  that 
have  been  unloaded  fiom  certain  means 
of  conveyance  arriving  in  States, 
Districts,  Territories,  or  possessions  of 
the  United  States,  and  cooked  at  212’  F 
for  30  minutes,  to  be  excepted  from  ' 
provisions  providing  for  disposal  by 
burying  if  the  materials  are  determined 
by  the  Administrator  of  the  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service  or  his/ 
her  delegate  to  be  unsuitable  for  use  as 
food  or  as  soil  additives.  The  final  rule 
also  specifies  that  the  garbage  residues 
not  excepted  fiom  the  burial  provisions 
may  be  disposed  of  by  burying  only  if 
buried  in  a  landfill. 

It  appears  that  any  operations 
excepted  fiom  the  provisions  providing 
for  disposal  of  such  residues  by  burying 


would  consist  of  recyling  materials,  such 
as  plastics,  metals,  and  paper.  Although 
one  business  has  conducted  such 
recycling  operations  after  the  final  rule 
became  effective,  currently  no 
businesses  conduct  such  operations. 
Further,  based  on  departmental 
expertise,  it  appears  that  some 
businesses  may  take  action  to  conduct 
such  recycling  operations  under  the 
regulations  but  that  few  businesses  are 
likely  to  do  so. 

Also,  it  should  be  noted  that  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  the  final  rule,  such 
garbage  residues  that  were  disposed  of 
by  burying  were  in  fact  being  buried  in 
landfills.  'Dierefore,  the  provisions 
allowing  such  garbage  residues  to  be 
buried  only  if  bmied  in  landfills  would 
not  cause  any  changes  in  current 
practices. 

Alternatives  were  considered  in 
compliance  with  the  requirement  that 
agencies  choose  the  alternative  that 
maximizes  net  benefits  to  society  at  the 
lowest  net  cost. 

Consideration  was  given  concerning 
whether  (1)  to  except  fiom  the  burial 
provisions  materials  extracted  fiom  the 
residues  of  such  garbage  after  cooking 
and  determined  by  the  Administrator  of 
APHIS  or  his/her  delegate  to  be 
unsuitable  for  use  as  food  or  as  soil 
additives,  or  (2)  to  provide  for  such 
materials  to  be  buried.  Alternative  (1) 
was  adopted.  It  appears  that  the 
benefits  to  society  of  allowing  such 
garbage  residues  to  be  recycled 
outweigh  any  costs  that  would  be 
imposed  because  of  the  final  rule. 

In  addition,  consideration  was  given 
concerning  whether  (1)  to  require  such 
garbage  residues  to  be  buried  only  if 
buried  in  landfills  or  (2)  to  allow  such 
garbage  residues  to  be  buried  in  other 
places.  Alternative  (1)  Was  adopted. 

This  is  necessary  to  help  assure  that  the 
residues  of  the  garbage  are  not  used  as 
food  for  livestock  or  poultry,  or  as  soil 
additives.  Also,  it  appears  that  a  landfill 
is  the  only  feasible  place  to  accomplish 
such  purposes  for  residues  disposed  of 
by  burying. 

Background 

A  document  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  4, 1980  (45  FR 
80267-80269),  amended  provisions  in  7 
CFR  330.400  and  9  CFR  94.5  concerning 
the  handling  of  certain  garbage  residues. 
The  document  also  amended  provisions 
in  7  CFR  330.100  by  adding  a  definition 
of  the  term  “Administrator.” 

The  provisions  in  7  CFR  330.400  and  9 
CFR  94.5  (referred  to  below  as  the 
regulations)  are  essentially  the  same. 
They  provide  restrictions  concerning  the 
handling  of  garbage  and  associated 
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material  on  or  unloaded  from  certain 
means  of  conveyance  arriving  in  States, 
Districts,  Territories,  or  possessions  of 
the  United  States  (referred  to  below  as 
the  United  States].  These  restrictions 
were  established  concerning  such 
garbage  derived  from,  or  containing, 
certain  waste  material  from  fruits, 
vegetables,  meats,  or  other  plant  or  * 
animal  material  which  originated 
outside  of  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
United  States  or  Canada.  Geirbage 
derived  from  such  plant  or  anim^ 
material  poses  a  threat  of  the 
introduction  into  the  United  States  of 
plant  pests  and  livestock  or  poultry 
diseases  which  do  not  occur  or  are  not 
widely  prevalent  or  distributed  within 
and  throughout  the  United  States,  and 
which,  if  introduced  into  the  United 
States,  could  have  disastrous  results  on 
United  States  agriculture,  horticultmo, 
and  livestock  production.  Examples  of 
such  plant  pests  are  golden  nematode, 
melon  fly,  and  Mediterranean  fruit  fly. 
Excunples  of  such  livestock  and  poultry 
diseases  are  African  swine  fever,  foot 
and  mouth  disease,  and  exotic 
Newcastle  disease. 

Under  the  regulations,  such  garbage  is 
not  allowed  to  be  unloaded  from  such 
means  of  conveyance  unless  it  is 
removed  in  tight,  leak-proof  receptacles 
under  the  direction  of  an  inspector  of  the 
Animal  and  Hant  Health  Inspection 
Service  (referred  to  below  as  APHIS)  to 
an  approved  facility  for  handling,  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations. 
Sterilization  is  specified  as  one  method 
of  handling.  Prior  to  the  efiective  date  of 
the  amem^ents,  the  regiilations 
provided  that  sterilization  would  be 
accomplished  by  cooking  garbage  at 
212*  F  for  30  minutes  and  disposing  of 
the  residue  by  burying.  The  regulations 
were  amended  to  except  fix)m  the  burial 
provisions  materials  extracted  from  the 
residues  of  such  garbage  after  cooking 
and  determined  by  the  Administrator  of 
APHIS  or  her/his  APHIS  delegate  to  be 
unsuitable  for  use  as  food  or  as  soil 
additives.  The  regulations  were  also 
amended  to  allow  such  residues  not 
excepted  from  the  burial  provisions  to 
be  buried  only  in  landfills. 

The  amendments  became  effective  on 
the  date  of  publication.  Hie  document 
provided  that  the  amendments  were 
necessary  as  emergency  measures  in 
order  to  delete  unnecessary 
requirements  concerning  the  disposition 
of  such  garbage  residues,  and  to  provide 
criteria  adequate  to  prevent  the 
dissemination  of  plant  pests  and 
livestock  or  poultry  diseases. 

Comments  were  solicited  for  60  days 
after  publication  of  the  amendments. 
Two  comments  were  received,  both 


from  farm  bureau  federations.  One 
expressed  general  support  for  the 
amendments,  and  the  other  asserted  that 
additional  precautions  should  be 
imposed. 

It  was  asserted  that,  as  an  additional 
precaution,  only  inorganic  matter  should 
be  allowed  to  be  excepted  from  the 
burial  provisions.  No  changes  are  made 
based  on  this  comment  Under  the 
amended  regulations  only  those 
materials  extracted  from  the  residues 
after  cooking  and  determined  by  the 
Administrator  to  be  unsuitable  for  use 
as  food  or  as  soil  additives  would  be 
allowed  to  be  excepted  firom  the  burial 
provisions.  Most  organic  materials 
would  not  be  allowed  to  be  excepted 
from  the  burial  provisions  under  these 
criteria.  However,  certain  organic 
materials,  such  as  certain  plastics  or 
paper,  could  be  eligible  to  be  excepted 
from  the  burial  provisions.  As  not^ 
above,  the  garbage  is  required  to  be 
cooked  at  212°  F  for  30  minutes.  This  is 
adequate  to  destroy  any  plant  pests  and 
livestock  or  poultry  diseases.  The 
provision  that  the  residues  be  disposed 
of  by  burying  was  added  as  a 
precautionary  measure  to  assure  that  if 
the  garbage  were  not  adequately 
cooked,  protection  would  be  provided 
against  Ae  use  of  the  residues  of  the 
garbage  as  food  for  livestock  or  poultry 
and  against  the  use  of  such  residues  as 
fertilizer  or  other  soil  additives.  It 
appears  that  this  protection  is  not 
necessary  for  materials  extracted  from 
the  residues  after  cooking  and  found  to 
be  unsuitable  for  use  as  food  or  as  soil 
additives  since  these  materials  would 
not  present  a  significant  risk  of  being 
used  as  food  or  soU  additives. 

It  was  also  asserted  that  as  an 
additional  precaution,  residues  should 
be  required  to  be  sterilized,  washed,  and 
resterilized  as  a  condition  of  being 
excepted  from  the  burial  provisions.  No 
changes  are  made  based  on  this 
comment  The  cooking  procedmes 
coupled  with  a  determination  by  the 
Administrator  that  the  materials  are 
unsuitable  for  use  as  food  or  as  soil 
additives  appear  to  be  adequate  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  plant  pests  and 
livestock  or  poultry  diseases.  Further, 
based  on  departmental  v  xpertise,  it  does 
not  appear  Uiat  additional  procedures 
would  provide  a  significant  measure  of 
additional  protection. 

It  was  further  asserted  that,  as  an 
additional  precaution,  matter  excepted 
from  the  burial  provisions  should  be 
required  to  be  stored  out  of  contact  with 
other  organic  matter  so  as  not  to  be 
contaminated  by  such  other  organic 
matter.  It  does  not  appear  that  changes 
are  warranted  based  on  this  comment. 


The  regulations  provide  that  garbage 
may  not  be  unloaded  firom  the  means  of 
conveyance  unless  it  is  removed  in  tight, 
leak-proof  receptacles  under  the 
direction  of  an  APHIS  inspector  to  an 
approved  facility  for  a  specified 
procedure  such  as  sterilization.  The 
regulations  further  provide  that  an 
approved  facility  must  use  procedures 
that  are  adequate  to  prevent  the 
disseminaticm  of  plant  pests  and 
livestock  or  poul^  diseases.  Under 
these  criteria  it  is  dear  that  matter 
excepted  from  the  burial  provisions 
must  be  stored  out  of  contact  with  any 
materials  that  could  cause  such  matter 
to  become  contaminated  with  plant 
pests,  or  livestock  or  poultry  diseases. 

It  appears  that  the  factual  situations 
which  were  set  forth  in  the  document  of 
December  Ar  1980,  still  provide  a  basis 
for  the  amendments.  Accordingly,  it  has 
been  determined  that  the  final  rule 
should  remain  effective  as  published  in 
the  Federal  Re^ster  on  December  4, 
198a 

Authority:  Sec.  106, 71  Stat  33  (7  U.S.C. 
ISOee);  secs.  8  and  9, 37  StaL  318,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C  161, 162);  sea  102, 58  Stat  735  as 
amended  (7  UaC.  147a);  sea  306, 46  Stat 
689,  as  amended  (19  U.aC.  1306);  sea  2, 32 
Stat  792,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C  111);  sea  11, 
23  Stat  32,  as  added  at  58  Stat  734,  as 
amended  (21  U.S.C.  114a);  76  Stat  663  (7 
U.S.C.  450);  secs.  101, 102, 83  Stat  852, 853  (42 
U.S.C.  4331, 4332);  37  FR  28464,  28477  as 
amended;  38  PR  19141. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th  day  of 
October  1961. 

D.  Scot  Campbell, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine.  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31782  FUed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-34-M 


7  CFR  Part  354 

Overttma  Sanricea  Ralating  to  Imports 
and  Exports;  Commutad  Travaltima 
Allowancaa 

agency:  Animal  and  Plcmt  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends 
administrative  instructiona  prescribing 
commuted  traveltime.  These 
amendments  establish  commuted 
traveltime  periods  as  nearly  as  may  be 
practicable  to  cover  the  time  necessarily 
spent  in  reporting  to  and  returning  firom 
the  place  at  whid  an  employee  of  Hant 
Protection  and  Quarantine  pi^oims 
overtime  or  holiday  duty  when  such 
travel  is  porformed  solely  on  account  of 
such  overtime  or  holiday  duty.  Sudi 
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establishment  depends  upon  facts 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

T. }.  Lanier,  Regulatory  Support  Staff, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Lnspection 
Service,  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782  (301- 
436-8247). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  has  been  reviewed  under 
Executive  Order  12291,  and  has  been 
determined  to  be  exempt  from  those 
requirements.  Nicholas  E.  Bedessem, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Administrator, 
made  this  determination  because 
commuted  traveltime  allowances  are 
strictly  a  function  of  where  the  APHIS 
employee  lives  in  relation  to  the  place 
overtime  or  holiday  duty  is  performed. 
As  employees  are  tranferred  or  change 
their  residence  or  as  the  place  of 
inspection  changes,  the  number  of  hours 
of  commuted  traveltime  allowed  may 
change.  These  amendments  merely 
reflect  such  changes  and  serve  to  notify 
the  public  of  the  new  allowed  hours. 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
these  instructions  be  made  effective  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date.  It  does  not 
appear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  make 
additional  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

In  a  document  published  January  7, 
1981  (46  FR 1661),  Section  354.2  was 
amended  by  adding  certain  cities  in 
Mexico  (Camargo,  Cuidad  Acuna, 
Cuidad  Juarez,  Matamoros,  Mier,  Nuevo 
Cd.  Guerrero,  Nuevo  Laredo,  Nuevo 
Progreso,  Ojinago,  Piedras  Negras,  and 
Reynosa)  to  establish  one  hour  of 
commuted  traveltime  to  the  existing  list 
of  locations  having  a  commuted 
traveltime  allowance.  Further  study  has 
determined  that  these  cities  should  now 
be  listed  as  within  the  metropolitan 
areas  of  the  cities  from  which  served, 
rather  than  outside  the  metropolitan 
areas. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Deputy 
Administrator,  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine,  by  7  CFR  354.1  of  the 
regulations  concerning  overtime 
services  relating  to  imports  and  exports, 
the  administrative  instructions 
appearing  at  7  CFR  354.2,  as  amended. 
January  5,  September  28,  December  18, 
1979,  March  21,  July  11,  and  October  10. 
1980;  January  7,  April  17,  and  June  19, 
1981,  (44  FR  1364, 55791,  74791;  45  FR 
18367, 46785,  and  67288;  46  FR  1661, 
22354,  and  32006)  prescribing  the 
commuted  traveltime  that  shall  be 


included  in  each  period  of  overtime  or 
holiday  duty  are  further  amended  as  set 
forth  below. 

PART  354— OVERTIME  SERVICES 
RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND 
EXPORTS 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  354.2  is  amended 
by  changing  Ae  commuted  traveltime 
allowances  for  the  cities  of  Camargo, 
Cuidad  Acuna,  Cuidad  Juarez. 
Matamoros,  Mier,  Nuevo  Cd.  Guerrero, 
Nuevo  Laredo,  Nuevo  Progreso,  Ojinago, 
Piedras  Negras,  and  Reynos,  Mexico, 
from  one  hour  outside  the  metropolitan 
area  to  read  one  hour  within  the 
metropolitan  area  of  the  cities  from 
which  served.  This  portion  of  7  CFR 
354.2  will  now  read  as  follows: 

§  354.2  Administrative  instructions 
prescribing  commuted  traveltime. 
***** 


Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 

[In  hours] 


Location  covered 

Served  from 

Metropolitan  area 

Within 

Outside 

Change  to  read: 

Mexico: 

1 

Del  Rio,  TX_ . 

1 

El  Paso.  TX . 

1 

Brownsville, 

TX. 

Roma.  TX _ 

1 

1 

Nuevo  Cd.  Guerrero. 

Roma.  TX - 

1 

. . . 

Laredo.  TX . . 

t 

Nuevo  Progreso . 

Progreso,  TX..„ 

Preskiio,  TX  , 

1 

1 

— 

Piedras  Negras . 

Eagle  Pass, 

TX. 

Hidalgo.  TX . . 

1 

1 

(64  Slat.  561:  [7  U.S.C.  2260)) 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  final  rule  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  this  final  rule  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  of  this 
document  in  Ae  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th  day  of 
October  1981. 

William  F.  Helms, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31780  Filed  10-30«;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3410-34-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81<-NW-65-AD;  Arndt  39-4241] 

Airworthiness  Directives:  British 
Aerospace  Model  AW-650  Series 
Argosy  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends  an 
existing  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD) 
which  requires  inspections  of  the  left 
and  right  tail  booms  for  cracks  on 
British  Aerospace  AW-650  airplanes. 
These  inspections  are  necessary  to 
detect  cradcs  in  the  flanges  of  frame  28 
which  might  result  in  the  separation  of  a 
tail  fin  and  the  loss  of  the  airplane.  This 
amendment  limits  the  effecti^ty  of  the 
AD  to  10  specific  serial  number  aircraft 
and  requires:  (1)  a  repetitive  visual  and 
eddy  current  inspection;  (2)  an  X-ray 
inspection;  and  (3)  a  mandatory 
modification  which  provides  terminating 
action  for  the  inspections. 

OATES:  Effective  date  November  12, 

1981. 

ADDRESSES:  The  service  bulletin 
specified  in  this  Airworthiness  Directive 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  to  British 
Aerospace  Public  Ltd.,  Aircraft  Group, 
Manchester  Division,  Product  Support 
Department,  Woodford,  England  (telex 
number  667545)  or  may  be  examined  at 
the  FAA  Northwest  Mountain  Region, 
9010  E.  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle. 
Washington  98108. 

•  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Harold  N.  Wantiez,  Project 
Engineer,  Foreign  Aircraft  Certification 
Branch,  ANW-150S,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  Seattle  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  9010  E.  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington  98108, 
Telephone  (206)  767-2530. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  AD  81- 
14-03,  Amendment  39-4151  (46  FR  33218 
June  29, 1981),  requires  inspections  of 
the  left  and  right  tail  booms  at  frame  28 
for  the  entire  AW-650  fleet.  One 
operator  had  discovered  cracks  on  both 
tail  booms  on  two  separate  airplanes. 
British  Aerospace  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
Number  A55/39  dated  May  26, 1981, 
provided  inspection  instructions 
utilizing  visual  and  eddy  current 
methods.  British  Aerospace  Service 
Bulletin  55/39,  dated  June  1981,  calls  for 
an  additional  X-ray  inspection  of  frame 
28  and  also  gives  mandatory 
modification  which  provides  terminating 
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action  from  further  inspections.  This 
revision  to  AD  81-14-03  includes  the 
additional  X-ray  inspection  and 
mandatory  terminating  action.  It  also 
limits  the  applicability  of  the  AD  to  ten 
specific  aircraft,  identified  by  serial 
number  rather  than  on  the  entire  fleet. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  impractical 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regiilations  (14  CFR  39.13]  is  amended 
by  amending  AD  81-14-03,  Amendment 
39-4151  (46  FR  33218,  June  29, 1981),  to 
read  as  follows: 

British  Aerospace:  Applies  to  British 
Aerospace  (formerly  Armstrong  Whitworth) 
Model  AW-650  series  100  and  series  200 
aircraft,  serial  numbers  6651, 6652, 6653, 6654, 
6656, 6660,  6801,  6802, 6803,  and  6805,  certified 
in  ail  categories.  Compliance  required  as 
indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  loss  of  the  vertical  fin, 
accomplish  the  following:  Within  the  next  ten 
days  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  previously  accomplished,  visually 
inspect  the  tail  boom  frame  28  on  the  left  and 
right  booms  for  cracks  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  2C(1)  of  British  Aerospace  Service 
Bulletin  Number  55/39  dated  June  1981  or  in  a 
manner  approved  by  the  Chief,  Seattle  Area 
Aircraft  Certification  Office,  FAA,  Northwest 
Mountain  Region. 

A.  If  no  cracks  are  found,  reinspect  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  75  flight  hours  after 
the  initial  inspection  by  visual  and  eddy 
current  methods  in  accordance  with 
paragraphs  2C(1)  and  2C(2)  of  British 
Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  Number  55/39 
dated  Jime  1981  or  in  a  manner  approved  by 
the  Cbdef,  Seattle  Area  Aircraft  Certification 
Office,  FAA,  Northwest  Moimtain  Region. 

B.  Within  150  flight  hours  frnm  the  time  of 
the  initial  visual  inspection  and  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  150  flight  hours.  X-ray 
inspect  in  accordance  with  paragraph  2C(3) 
of  British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  Number 
55/39  dated  June  1981  or  in  a  manner 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Seattle  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  FAA,  Northwest 
Moimtain  Region. 

C.  If  cracks  are  found,  evaluate  the  damage 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  2E  of  British 
Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  Number  55/39 
dated  June  1981.  If  the  airplane  can  continue 
to  fly,  reinspect  in  accordance  with  the 
inspection  intervals  contained  in  paragraph  A 
and  B  of  this  AD.  If  the  cracks  are  such  that 
the  airplane  cannot  continue  to  Qy  after 
evaluation  of  the  damage  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  2E  of  the  ser^ce  bulletin,  the 
modification  as  described  in  paragraph  2F  of 
the  service  bulletin  must  be  made  prior  to 
further  flight 

D.  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  600  flight 


hours  after  die  initial  visual  inspection  or 
within  50  flight  hours  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  Amendment  whichever  comes  later, 
the  modification  described  in  paragraph  2F  of 
British  Aerospace  Service  Bulletin  55/39 
dated  June  1981  must  be  accomplished.  Upon 
the  accomplishment  of  the  modification,  no 
fiither  AD  inspections  are  required. 

E.  Airplanes  may  be  flown  in  accordance 
with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to  a  maintenance 
base  for  accomplishment  of  the  inspection 
required  by  this  AD. 

P.  Alternate  methods  of  compliance  may  be 
used  which  provide  an  equivalent  level  of 
safety  when  approved  by  the  Chief,  Seattle 
Area  Aircraft  Certification  Office,  FAA 
Northwest  Mountain  Region. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  indentified  and  described  in  this 
directive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made  a 
part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(a}(l].  All 
persons  affected  by  this  directive  who  have 
not  already  received  these  documents  from 
the  manufacturer' may  obtain  copies  upon 
request  to  the  addresses  listed  above.  These 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA 
Northwest  Mountain  Region,  9010  East 
Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington 
98108. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  12, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423;  Sea  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c};  14  CFR 
11.89))) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation  that  is 
not  major  under  Executive  Order  12291.  It  has 
been  further  determined  that  this  document 
involves  an  emergency  regulation  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  26, 1979).  If  this  action  is 
subsequently  determined  to  involve  a 
significant  regulation,  a  final  regulatory 
evaluation  or  analysis,  as  appropriate,  will  be 
prepared  and  placed  in  the  regulatory  docket 
(otherwise,  an  evaluation  is  not  required).  A 
copy  of  it  when  filed,  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  above  under 
the  caption  “FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT," 

This  rule  is  a  final  order  of  the 
Administrator  under  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  As 
such,  it  is  subject  to  review  only  by  the 
courts  of  appeals  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  October  22, 
1981. 

E.  O’Connor, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Mountain  Region. 
|FR  Doc.  n-3te04  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOe  4910-IS-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-SO-39] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area,  New  Bern,  N.C. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  alters  the  New  Bern, 
North  Carolina,  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area.  This  action  provides 
additional  controlled  airspace  required 
to  protect  aircraft  Instrument  Flight  Rule 
(IFR)  operations  at  the  Simmons-Nott 
Airport 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  GMT,  January  21, 
1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA’TION  CONTACT: 

Eleanor  J.  Williams,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320; 
telephone:  (404)  763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  Thursday,  August  13, 1981  (46  FR 
40895),  the  FAA  proposed  to  amend  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  71)  to  designate  extensions 
to  the  New  Bern,  North  Carolina, 

Control  Zone  and  700-foot  Transition 
Area.  This  action  adopts  the  proposal 
and  provides  controlled  airspace  for  the 
standard  instrument  approach,  VOR 
Runway  22,  to  the  Simmons-Nott 
Airport,  utilizing  the  New  Bern  VOR. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
No  objections  were  received  from  this 
notice. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  extends 
the  Control  Zone  and  700-foot  AGL 
Transition  Area  northeast  of  Simmons- 
Nott  Airport. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  §  71.171  and  §  71.181, 
Subparts  F  and  G,  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  as  republished  and  amended  (46 
FR  455  and  540,  respectively)  are  further 
amended  effective  0901  GMT,  January 
21, 1982,  as  follows: 

1.  §  71.171  is  amended  in  the 
description  of  the  New  Bern,  North 
Carolina,  Control  Zone  by  adding  at  the 
end  of  the  present  description  the  words 
“*  •  *  within  three  miles  each  side  of 
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the  New  Bern  VOR  038”  radial 
extending  from  the  5-miIe  radius  zone  to 
as  miles  ncnlheast  of  die  VOR  *  * 

2.  §  71.181  is  ammded  in  the 
description  of  the  New  B«ii,  North 
Carolina,  Trcinsition  Area  by  adding  at 
the  end  of  the  present  description  the 
words  “*  *  *  within  three  miles  eadi 
side  of  the  New  Bern  VOR  038”  radial 
extending  from  the  6.5-mile  radius  area 
to  8.5  miles  northeast  of  the  VOR  *  * 

(Sec.  307(a]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)]  and  Sea 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)]) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore,  (1)  is  not  a  major 
rule  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  significant  rule  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034;  February  28, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  will  not  have  a 
signiBcant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

This  action  involves  only  a  small 
alteration  of  navigable  airspace  and  air 
traffic  control  procedures  over  a  limited 
area. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  October  22, 
1981. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31603  Filed  10-30-61;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4eiO-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-ARM-07] 

EstabHahment  of  Transition  Area;  Erie, 
Colo. 

aqency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  This  amendment  establishes 
a  700'  transition  area  at  Erie,  Colorado 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  the  new  VOR/DME-A 
Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedure  developed  for  Tri-County 
Airport,  Erie,  Colorado. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  GMT,  November 
26, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  M.  Laschinger,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  ARM-500,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Rocky 


Mountain  Region,  10456  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010; 
telephone  (303)  340-5494. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFOiMIATION: 

Ifistory 

On  Monday,  July  27, 1981,  the  FAA 
published  for  comment  a  proposal  to 
establish  a  700'  transition  area  at  Erie, 
Colorado  (46  FR  38376).  The  only 
comments  received  as  a  result  of  this 
circular  expressed  no  objections. 

Rule 

This  amendment  to  subpart  G  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR'S)  establishes  a  700'  transition 
area  at  Erie,  Colorado.  This  amendment 
is  necessary  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  the  new 
VOR/DME-A  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedure  developed  for  Tri- 
County  Airport,  Erie,  Colorado. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this 
document  are  David  M.  Laschinger, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  and  Daniel 
J.  Peterson,  Office  of  Regional  Counsel. ' 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  amended 
effective  0901  GMT,  November  26, 1981, 
as  follows: 

Erie,  Colorado 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700' 
above  the  surface  beginning  at  Latitude 
40*10'00"  N.,  Longitude  105°01'45"  W,  to 
Latitude  39*54'00"  N.,  Longitude  104*49'50" 

W.,  to  Latitude  39’49'00"  N.,  Longitude 
105'’01'00"  W.,  to  Latitude  40*05’15"  N., 
Longitude  105*13'00"  W.,  thence  to  point  of 
beginning,  excluding  the  Denver.  ColOTado, 
TOO'  transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  Sec.  e(c). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c];  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  not  a  major  rule  under  Executive 
Order  12291  (as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034)  since  this  action  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  Also,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  it  does  not  warrant  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  October  13, 1981. 
Robert  O.  Brown, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Mountain  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31802  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  97 

[Dodwt  Na  22350;  Arndt  Na  laOR] 

Standard  Inatrumant  ApproaoN 
Procedures;  MfeceHaneoue 
Amendmente 

AGENCY:  Fedm^l  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  establishes, 
amends,  suspends,  or  revokes  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SLAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  the  adoption  of  new 
or  revised  criteria  or  because  of  changes 
occurring  in  the  National  Airspace 
System,  such  as  the  commissioning  of 
new  navigational  facilities,  addition  of 
new  obstacles,  or  changes  in  air  traffic 
requirements.  These  changes  are 
designed  to  provide  safe  and  efficient 
use  of  the  navigable  airspace  and  to 
promote  safe  flight  operations  under 
instrument  flight  rules  at  the  affected 
airports. 

DATE:  An  effective  date  for  each  SLAP  is 
specified  in  the  amendatory  provisions. 
ADDRESSES:  Availability  of  matters 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination — 1.  FAA  Rules 
Docket,  FAA  Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  2.  'The  FAA 
Regional  Office  of  the  region  in  which 
the  affected  airport  is  located;  or  3.  The 
Flight  Inspection  Field  Office  which 
originated  the  SIAP. 

For  Purchase —  Individual  SIAP 
copies  may  be  obtained  fi'om:  1.  FAA 
Public  Information  Center  (APA-430), 
FAA  Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20591;  or  2.  The  FAA 
Regional  Office  of  the'^  region  in  which 
the  affected  airport  is  located. 

By  Subscription — Copies  of  all  SIAPs, 
maUed  once  every  2  weeks,  may  be 
ordered  from  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402.  The 
annual  subscription  price  is  $135.00. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  K.  Funai,  Flight  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch  (AFO-730),  Aircraft 
Programs  Division.  Office  of  Flight 
Operations,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  (202)  426-8277. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  97)  prescribes  new,  amended. 
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suspended,  or  revoked  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SIAPs).  The  complete  regulatory 
description  of  each  SIAP  is  contained  in 
official  FAA  form  documents  which  are 
incorporated  by  reference  in  this 
amendment  under  5  U.S.C.  552(a),  1  CFR 
Part  51,  and  §  97.20  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (FARs).  The 
applicable  FAA  Forms  are  identified  as 
FAA  Forms  8260-3,  8260-4  and  8260-5. 
Materials  incorporated  by  reference  are 
available  for  examination  or  purchase 
as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regiilatory  text  of 
the  SIAPs,  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  on  charts  printed  by 
publishers  of  aeronautical  materials.  ' 
Thus,  the  advantages  of  incorporation 
by  reference  are  realized  and 
publication  of  the  complete  description 
of  each  SIAP  contained  in  FAA  form 
document  is  unnecessary.  The 
provisions  of  this  amendment  state  the 
affected  CFR  (and  FAR)  sections,  with 
the  types  and  effective  dates  of  the 
SIAPs.  This  amendment  also  identifies 
the  airport,  its  location,  the  procedure 
identification  and  the  amendment 
number. 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  is  effective 
on  the  date  of  publication  and  contains 
separate  SIAPs  which  have  compliance 
dates  stated  as  effective  dates  based  on 
related  changes  in  the  National 
Airspace  System  or  the  application  of 
new  or  revised  criteria.  Some  SIAP 
amendments  may  have  been  previously 
issued  by  the  FAA  in  a  National  Flight 
Data  Center  (FDC)  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOT AM)  as  an  emergency  action  of 
immediate  flight  safety  relating  directly 
to  published  aeronautical  charts.  The 
circumstances  which  created  the  need 
for  some  SIAP  amendments  may  require 
making  them  effective  in  less  than  30 
days.  For  the  remaining  SIAPs,  an 
effective  date  at  least  30  days  after 
publication  is  provided. 

Further,  the  SIAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for 
,  Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  In  developing  these 
SIAPs,  the  TERPs  criteria  were  applied 
to  the  conditions  existing  or  anticipated 
at  the  affected  airports.  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SIAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  find  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SIAPs 
is  imnecessary,  impracticable,  or 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 


where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  some  SIAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations,  (14  CFR  Part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  G.M.T.  on  the  dates 
specified,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  97.23  VOR-VOR/ 
DME  SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  December 24, 1981 

Erie,  CO — ^Tri-County,  VOR/DMB-A,  Orig 
Princeton,  ME — Princeton  Muni,  VOR  Rwy 
15,  Arndt  9 

Billings,  MT-^illings-Logan  Inti,  VOR/Rwy 
9,  Arndt  IB,  cancelled 

Billings,  MT— Billings-Logan  Inti,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  27R,  Arndt.  12 

Billings,  MT— Billings-Logan  Inti,  VOR-A 
Orig 

Fort  Bridger,  WY — Fort  Bridger,  VOR  Rwy  22. 
Orig 

Fort  Bridger,  WY— Fort  Bridger,  VOR-A, 
Arndt  2,  cancelled 

*  *  *  Effective  December  10, 1981 

Monte  Vista,  CO — San  Luis  Valley,  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Arndt  1 

SandersviUe,  GA— Kaolin  Field,  VOR/DME- 
A  Arndt  1 

Neodesha,  KS — Neodesha  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  2, 
Original 

Neodesha,  KS — Neodesha  Muni,  VOR  Rwy 
20,  Original  cancelled 
Minden,  LA— Mlnden-Webster,  VOR/DME- 
A  Arndt  2 

Grand  Haven,  MI — Grand  Haven  Meml  Paric, 
VOR-A  Arndt  10 

Las  Vegas,  NV— McCairan  Inti,  VOR  Rwy  25, 
Arndt  10 

Las  Vegas,  NV — McCarran  Inti,  VOR-A, 
Arndt  5,  cancelled 

Lorain/Elyria,  OH — Lorain  County  Regional 
VOR  Rwy  7.  Arndt  9 

Tulsa,  OK— Tulsa  Ind,  VOR/DME  or  TACAN 
Rwy  8,  Arndt  1 

Tulsa,  OK— Tulsa  Intl,  VOR  or  TACAN  Rwy 
26,  Arndt  21 

Meadville,  PA — Port  Meadville,  VOR  Rwy  7. 
Arndt.  4 

Providence,  RI— Theodore  Francis  Green 
State,  VOR  Rwy  34,  Arndt  2 
Providence,  Rl — ^Theodore  Francis  Green 
State,  VOR/DME  Rwy  34,  Arndt.  1 
Abilene,  TX— Abilene  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  22, 
Arndt  1 

El  Paso,  TX— El  Paso  Inti,  VOR  Rwy  26L, 
Arndt  27 

Houston,  TX— William  P.  Hobby,  VOR  Rwy 
13R,  Arndt  13 

Houston,  TX— William  P.  Hobby,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  4,  Arndt  14 

Houston,  TX— William  P.  Hobby.  VOR/DME 
Rwy  22,  Arndt  19 

*  *  *  Effective  November 28, 1981 

Indianapolis,  IN— Mt.  Comfort  VOR-A 
Amdt  1 


Palmyra,  NY — Palmyra  Airpark,  VOR-A 
Origiiud 

Mt.  Joy /Marietta,  PA — Elizabethtown- 
Marietta,  VOR  Rwy  27,  Original 

*  *  *  Effective  October  19, 1981 

Austin,  TX — Robert  Mueller  Muni,  VOR/ 

DME  or  TACAN  Rwy  17,  Amdt  6 

*  *  *  Effective  October  15, 1981 

Woodland,  CA— Woodland-Watts,  VOR-A 
Amdt.  2 

Santa  Rosa,  CA — Sonoma  County,  VOR  Rwy 
32,  Amdt.  15 

*  *  *  Effective  October  13, 1981 

Oklahoma  City,  OK — ^Wiley  Post  VOR-A 
Amdt  3 

2.  By  amending  §  97.25  SDF-4,OC- 
LDA  SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  January  21, 1982 

Homer,  AK — Homer,  LOC/DME  Rwy  3, 

Amdt  6 

Homer,  AK — Homer,  LOC/DME  BC  Rwy  21, 
Amdt.  2 

*  *  *  Effective  December 24, 1981 

Olathe,  KS— Johnson  County  Executive,  LOC 
Rwy  17.  Original 

Billings,  — ^Billings-Logan  Inti,  LOC  BC 

Rwy  27R,  Amdt  5 

*  *  *  Effective  November 26, 1981 

Olney-Noble,  IL— Olney-Noble,  LOC  Rwy  10, 
Original 

Valparaiso,  IN — Porter  County  Muni,  IXX] 
Rwy  27.  Amdt  3,  cancelled 

*  *  *  Effective  October  19, 1981 

Beaumont-Port  Arthur,  TX— Jefferson  County, 
LOC  BC  Rwy  30,  Amdt  17 

3.  By  amending  §  97.27  NDB/ADP 
SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  '  *  Effective  January  21, 1982 
Homer,  AK— Homer,  NDB  Rwy  3,  Amdt  1 

*  *  *  Effective  December 24, 1981 

Billings,  MT— Billings  Logan  Ind,  NDB  Rwy 
9L,  Amdt  18 

Billings,  MT— Billings  Logan  Ind,  NDB  Rwy 
27R,Orig 

Helena,  MT— 41elena,  NDB-D,  Orig 
Hebron,  NE — Hebron  Muni,  NDB  Rwy  12, 
Original 

Omaha,  NE— Millard,  NDB  Rwy  12,  Amdt  6 
Georgetown,  OH-^3rown  County,  NDB  Rwy 
35,  Amdt  1 

*  *  *  Effective  December  10, 1981 

Bowman,  ND — Bowman  Muni  NDB  Rwy  11, 
Amdt  1,  cancelled 

Bowman,  ND — Bowman  Muni,  NDB  Rwy  29, 
Amdt  1,  cancelled 

Hettinger,  ND — Hettinger  Muni,  NDB  Rwy  30, 
Orig,  cancelled 

Holdenville,  OK — Holdenville  Muni,  NDB 
Rwy  17,  Original 

Houston,  TX— ^drau  Airpark,  NDB  Rwy  16, 
Amdt  13 

Orange,  TX— Orange  County,  NDB-A 
Orij^al  cancel!^ 

*  *  *  Effective  November 26, 1981 
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Valparaiso,  IN — Porter  County  Muni.  NDB 
Rwy  27,  Arndt.  4 

*  *  *  Effective  October  19, 1981 

Beaumont-Port  Arthur,  TX — Jefferson  County, 
NDB  Rwy  12,  Arndt.  16 

*  *  *  Effective  October  15, 1981 

Santa  Barbara,  CA — Santa  Barbara  Muni, 

NDB-A,  Arndt.  5 

4.  By  amending  §  97.29  ILS-^MLS 
SIAPs  identiHed  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  December  24, 1981 

Billings,  MT — Billings-Logan  Inti,  ILS  Rwy  9L, 
Arndt.  23 

*  *  *  Effective  December  10, 1981 

St.  Louis,  MO — ^Lambert-St.  Louis  Inti,  ILS 
Rwy  30R,  Arndt.  1 

Las  Vegas,  NV — McCarran  Inti,  ILS  Rwy  25, 
Arndt.  10 

Lorain/Elyria,  OH — Lorain  County  Regional, 
ILS  Rwy  7,  Arndt.  2 

Middletown,  PA — Harrisburg  Inti  Arpt- 
Olmsted  Hd,  ILS  Rwy  13,  Amdt.  7 
Providence,  RI — ^Theodore  Francis  Green 
State,  ILS/DME  Rwy  34,  Arndt  1 
Beaumont-Port  Arthur,  TX — Jefferson  County, 
ILS  Rwy  12,  Amdt.  20 

*  *  *  Effective  November  26, 1981 

Indianapolis,  IN — Mt.  Comfort,  ILS  Rwy  25, 
Original 

Valparaiso,  IN — Porter  County  Muni,  ILS 
Rwy  27,  Original 

*  *  *  Effective  October  21, 1981 

Shreveport,  LA — Shreveport  Regional.  ILS 
Rwy  32,  Amdt.  3 

*  *  *  Effective  October  15, 1981 

Santa  Barbara.  CA — Santa  Barbara  Muni,  ILS 
Rwy  7,  Amdt  21 

Santa  Rosa,  CA — Sonoma  County,  ILS  Rwy 
32,  Amdt  10 

*  *  *  Effective  October  9, 1981 

Roanoke,  VA — Roanoke  Muni/Woodnim,  ILS 
Rwy  33,  Amdt  5 

5.  ^  amending  §  97.31  RADAR  SIAPs 
identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  December  24, 1981 

Billings,  MT — Billings-Logan  Inti,  RADAR-1, 
Amdt  5 

*  *  *  Effective  December  10, 1981 

El  Paso,  TX — El  Paso  Inti,  RADAR-1,  Amdt 
11 

Houston,  TX — Andrau  Airpark,  RADAR-1, 
Amdt.  3 

*  *  *  Effective  October  19, 1981 

Beaumont-Port  Arthur,  TX — ^Jefferson  County, 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  8 

6.  ^  amending  §  97.33  RNAV  SIAPs 
identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  December  24, 1981 

Omaha,  NE — Millard,  RNAV  Rwy  12,  Amdt.  3 

*  *  *  Effective  December  10, 1981 

Grand  Haven,  MI — Grand  Haven  Meml 
Airpark,  RNAV  Rwy  27,  Original 


Lorain/Elyria,  OH — Lorain  County  Regional 
RNAV  Rwy  7,  Amdt.  4 
Amarillo,  TX — ^Tradewind,  RNAV  Rwy  35, 
Amdt.  6 

Houston,  TX— Hull  Field.  RNAV  Rwy  35. 

Amdt.  4  ^ 

(Secs.  307, 313(a),  601,  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348, 1354(a). 
1421,  and  1510);  Sec.  ^c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14 
CFR  11.49(b)(3).) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  whidi  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“significant  rule"  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal;  and  (4)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
Substantial  number  of  small  entities  under 
the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  October  23, 
1981. 

Note. — ^The  incorporation  by  reference  in 
the  preceding  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  December 
31, 1980. 

John  M.  Howard, 

Acting  Chief,  Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  S1-3160S  Filed  10-30-«:  8:45  am) 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
14  CFR  Part  294 

[Docket  No.  39000;  Regulation  ER-12S7] 

Canadian  Charter  Air  Taxi  Operators; 
Classification  and  Exemption 

Correction 

In  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Rule 
document  appearing  at  page  52590,  in 
the  issue  of  Tuesday,  October  27, 1981, 
the  FR  Doc.  line  was  inadvertently 
omitted  from  the  document.  Insert  the 
following  FR  Doc.  line  at  the  bottom  of 
page  52596: 

[FR  Doc.  81-31088  Filed  10-26-81;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-M 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

14  CFR  Part  1245 

Licensing  of  NASA  Inventions 

agency:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

ACTION:  Interim  regulation  with 
comments  requested. 


summary:  The  National  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Administration  (NASA)  is 
revising  its  patent  licensing  regulations 
to  conform  with  Pub.  L.  96-517.  This 
interim  regulation  provides  policies  and 
procedures  applicable  to  the  licensing  of 
federally  owned  inventions  in  the 
custody  of  the  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  and  implements 
Pub.  L.  96-517.  The  object  of  this  subpart 
is  to  use  the  patent  system  to  promote 
the  utilization  of  inventions  arising  from 
NASA  supported  research  and 
development. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1. 1981.  Comments 
must  be  received  in  writing  by 
December  2, 1981.  Unless  a  notice  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  after 
the  comment  period  indicating  changes 
to  be  made,  this  interim  regulation  shall 
become  a  final  regulation. 
address:  Mr.  John  G.  Mannix,  Director 
of  Patent  Licensing,  GP-4,  NASA, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  G.  Mannix,  (202)  755-3954. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

PART  1245— PATENTS  AND  OTHER 
INTELLECTUAL  PROPERTY  RIGHTS 

Subpart  2  of  Part  1245  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

***** 

Subpart  2— Licensing  ot  NASA 
Inventions 

Sec. 

1245.200  Scope  of  subpart. 

1245.201  Policy  and  objective. 

1245.202  Definitions. 

1245.203  Authority  to  grant  licenses. 

Restrictioiis  and  Conditions 

1245.204  All  licenses  granted  under  this 
subpart. 

Types  of  Licenses 

1245.205  Nonexclusive  licenses. 

1245.206  Exclusive  and  partially  exclusive 
licenses. 

Procedures 

1245.207  Application  for  a  license. 

1245.208  Processing  applications. 

1245.209  Notice  to  Attorney  General. 

1245.210  Modification  and  termination  of 
licenses. 

1245.211  Appeals. 

1245.212  Protection  and  administration  of 
inventions. 

1245.213  Transfer  of  custody. 

1245.214  Confidentiality  of  information. 
Authority:  35  U.S.C  Section  207  and  208, 94 

Stat.  3023  and  3024. 

***** 
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Subpart  2— Licensing  of  NASA 
Inventions 

§  1245.200  Scope  of  subpart 

This  sul^art  prescribes  the  terms, 
conditions,  and  procedures  upon  which 
a  NASA  invention  may  be  licensed.  It 
does  not  affect  hcenses  which  (a)  were 
in  effect  prior  to  July  1, 1981;  (b)  may 
exist  at  the  time  of  the  Government’s 
acquisition  of  title  to  the  invention, 
including  those  resulting  from  the 
allocation  of  rights  to  inventions  made 
under  Government  research  and 
development  contracts;  (c)  are  the  result 
of  an  authorized  exchange  of  rights  in 
the  settlement  of  patent  disputes;  or  (d) 
are  otherwise  authorized  by  law  or 
treaty. 

§  1245.201  Policy  and  objective. 

It  is  the  policy  and  objective  of  this 
subpart  to  use  Uie  patent  system  to 
promote  the  utilization  of  inventions 
arising  from  NASA  supported  research 
and  development 

$1245.202  DefMtIons. 

(a)  “Federally  owned  invention" 
means  an  invention,  plant  or  design 
which  is  covert  by  a  patent  or  patent 
application  in  the  United  States,  or  a 
patent  patent  application,  plant  variety 
protection,  or  other  form  of  protection, 
in  a  foreign  country,  title  to  which  has 
been  assigned  to  or  otherwise  vested  in 
the  United  States  Government 

(b)  “Federal  agency"  means  an 
executive  department  military 
department  Government  corporation,  or 
independent  establishment,  except  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  which  has 
custody  of  a  Federally  owned  invention. 

(c)  “NASA  Invention"  means  a 
Federally  owned  invention  with  respect 
to  which  NASA  maintains  custody  and 
administration,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of 
the  right  title,  or  interest  in  such 
invention  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

(d)  “Small  business  firm”  means  a 
small  business  concern  as  defined  at 
section  2  of  Pub.  L  85-536  (15  U.S.C.  632) 
and  implementing  regulations  of  the 
Administrator  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration.  For  the  purpose  of  these 
regulations,  the  size  standard  for  small 
business  concerns  involved  in 
Government  procurement  contained  in 
13  CFR  121.3^  and  in  subcontracting, 
contained  in  13  CFR  121.3-12,  will  be 
used. 

(e)  “Practical  application"  means  to 
manufacture  in  the  case  of  a 
composition  or  product  ta  practice  in 
the  case  of  a  process  or  method,  or  to 
operate  in  the  case  of  a  machine  or 
system;  and,  in  each  case,  under  such 
conditions  as  to  establish  that  the 


invention  is  being  utilized  and  that  its 
benefits  are  to  the  extent  permitted  by 
law  or  Government  regulations 
available  to  the  public  on  reasonable 
terms. 

(f)  “United  States”  means  the  United 
States  of  America,  its  territories  and 
possessions,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

$  1245.203  Authority  to  grant  licenses. 

NASA  inventions  shall  be  made 
available  for  licensing  as  deemed 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest.  NASA 
may  grant  nonexclusive,  partially 
exclusive,  or  exclusive  licenses  thereto 
under  this  subpart  on  inventions  in  its 
custody. 

Restrictions  and  Conditions 

§1245.204  Al  Hcenses  granted  under  this 
subpart 

(a)  Restrictions.  (1)  A  license  may  be 
granted  only  if  the  applicant  has 
supplied  NASA  with  a  satisfactory  plan 
for  development  or  marketing  of  the 
invention,  or  both,  and  with  information 
about  the  applicant’s  capability  to  fulfill 
the  plan. 

(2)  A  license  granting  rights  to  use  or 
sell  under  a  NASA  invention  in  the 
United  States  shall  normally  be  granted 
only  to  a  licensee  who  agrees  that  any 
products  embodying  the  invention  or 
produced  throuj^  the  use  of  the 
invention  will  Im  manufactured 
substantially  m  the  United  States. 

(b)  Conditions.  Licenses  shall  contain 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  NASA 
determines  are  appropriate  for  the 
protection  of  the  interests  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  public  and  are  not 
in  conflict  with  law  or  this  subpeirt.  The 
following  terms  and  conditions  apply  to 
any  license: 

(1)  The  duration  of  the  license  shall  be 
for  a  period  specified  in  the  license 
agreement,  unless  socmer  terminated  in 
accordance  with  this  subpart. 

(2)  The  license  may  be  granted  for  all 
or  less  than  all  fields  of  use  of  the 
invention  or  in  specified  geographical 
areas,  or  both. 

(3)  'The  license  may  extend  to 
subsidiaries  of  the  licensee  or  other 
parties  if  provided  for  in  the  license  but 
shall  be  nonassignable  without  approval 
of  NASA,  except  to  the  successor  of  that 
part  of  the  licensee’s  business  to  which 
the  invention  pertains. 

(4)  The  license  may  provide  the 
licensee  the  right  to  grant  sublicenses 
under  the  license,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  NASA.  Each  sublicense 
shall  make  reference  to  the  license, 
including  the  rights  retained  by  the 
Government,  and  a  copy  of  sui^ 


sublicense  shall  be  famished  to  NASA 

(5)  The  license  shall  require  the 
licensee  to  carry  out  the  plan  for 
development  or  marketing  of  the 
invention,  or  both,  to  bring  the  invention 
to  practical  application  within  a  period 
specified  in  the  license,  and  to  continue 
to  make  the  benefits  of  the  invention 
reasonably  accessible  to  the  publia 

(6)  The  license  shall  require  the 
licensee  to  report  periodically  on  the 
utilization  or  efforts  at  obtaining 
utilization  that  are  being  made  by  the 
licensee,  with  particular  reference  to  the 
plan  submitted 

(7)  All  licenses  shall  normally  require 
royalties  or  other  consideration. 

(8)  Where  an  agreement  is  obtained 
pursuant  to  $  1245.204(a)(2)  tiiat  any 
products  embodying  the  invention  or 
produced  throu^  use  of  tiie  invention 
will  be  manufactured  substantially  in 
the  United  States,  the  license  ^aU  recite 
such  agreement 

(9)  The  license  shall  jutivide  for  the 
ri^t  of  NASA  to  terminate  the  license, 
in  whole  or  in  part  if: 

(i)  NASA  determines  that  the  licensee 
is  not  executing  the  plan  submitted  with 
its  request  for  a  license  and  tiie  licensee 
cannot  otherwise  demonstrate  to  the 
satisfaction  of  NASA  that  it  has  taken  or 
can  be  expected  to  take  within  a 
reasonable  time  effective  steps  to 
achieve  practical  application  of  the 
invention; 

(ii)  NASA  determines  tiiat  such  action 
is  necessary  to  meet  requirements  for 
public  use  specified  by  Federal 
regulations  issued  after  the  date  of  the 
license  and  such  requirements  are  not 
reasonably  satisfied  by  the  licensee; 

(iii)  'The  licensee  has  willfully  made  a 
false  statement  of  or  willfully  omitted  a 
material  fact  in  the  license  application 
or  in  any  report  required  by  the  license 
agreement;  or 

(iv)  The  licensee  commits  a 
substantial  breach  of  a  covenant  or 
agreement  contained  in  the  license. 

(10)  The  license  may  be  modified  or 
terminated,  consistent  with  this  subpart, 
upon  mutual  agreement  of  NASA  and 
the  licensee. 

(11)  Nothing  relating  to  the  grant  of  a 
license,  nor  the  grant  itself,  shall  be 
construed  to  confer  upon  any  person 
any  immunity  from  or  defenses  under 
the  antitrust  laws  or  from  a  charge  of 
patent  misuse,  and  the  acquisition  and 
use  of  rights  pursuant  to  tUs  subpart 
shall  not  be  immunized  from  the 
operation  of  state  or  Federal  law  by 
reason  of  the  source  of  the  grant 
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Types  of  Licenses 
§  1245.205  Nonexclusive  licenses. 

(a)  Availability  of  licenses. 
Nonexclusive  licenses  may  be  granted 
under  NASA  inventions  without 
publication  of  availability  or  notice  of  a 
prospective  license. 

(b)  Conditions.  In  addition  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1245.204,  the 
nonexclusive  license  may  also  provide 
that,  after  termination  of  a  period 
specified  in  the  license  agreement, 

NASA  may  restrict  the  license  to  the 
fields  of  use  or  geographic  areas,  or 
both,  in  which  the  licensee  has  brought 
the  invention  to  practical  application 
and  continues  to  make  the  benefits  of 
the  invention  reasonably  accessible  to 
the  public.  However,  such  restriction 
shall  be  made  only  in  order  to  grant  an 
exclusive  or  partially  exclusive  license 
in  accordance  with  this  subpart. 

§  1245.206  Exclusive  and  partially 
exclusive  licenses. 

(a)  Domestic  licenses. 

(ij  Availability  of  licenses.  Exclusive 
or  partially  exclusive  licenses  may  be 
granted  on  NASA  inventions:  (i)  3 
months  after  notice  of  the  invention’s 
availability  has  been  aimounced  in  the 
Federal  Register;  or  (ii)  without  such 
notice  where  NASA  determines  that 
expeditious  granting  of  such  a  license 
will  best  serve  the  interests  of  the 
Federal  Government  and  the  public:  and 
(iii)  in  either  situation,  specified  in 
(a}(l](i]  or  (ii)  of  this  section  only  if: 

(A)  Notice  of  a  prospective  license, 
identifying  the  invention  and  the 
prospective  licensee,  has  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  providing 
opportunity  for  filing  written  objections 
within  a  60-day  period; 

(B)  After  expiration  of  the  period  in 
§  1245.206(a)  (l)(iii)(A)  and 
consideration  of  nay  written  objections 
received  during  the  period,  NASA  has 
determined  that: 

(1)  The  interests  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  public  will  best  be 
served  by  the  proposed  license,  in  view 
of  th6  applicant’s  intentions,  plans,  and 
ability  to  bring  the  invention  to  practical 
application  or  otherwise  promote  the 
invention’s  utilization  by  the  public; 

[2)  The  desired  practial  application 
has  not  been  achieved,  or  is  not  likely 
expeditiously  to  be  achieved,  imder  any 
nonexclusive  license  which  has  been 
granted,  or  which  may  be  granted,  on 
the  invention; 

(d)  Exclusive  or  partially  exclusive 
licensing  is  a  reasonable  and  necessary 
incentive  to  call  forth  the  investment  of 
risk  capital  and  expenditures  to  bring 
the  invention  to  practical  application  or 


otherwise  promote  the  invention’s 
utilization  by  the  public;  and 
[4]  The  proposed  terms  and  scope  of 
exclusivity  are  not  greater  than 
reasonably  necessary  to  provide  the 
incentive  for  bringing  the  invention  to 
practical  application  or  otherwise 
promote  the  invention’s  utilization  by 
the  public; 

(C)  NASA  has  not  determined  that  the 
grant  of  such  license  will  tend 
substantially  to  lessen  competition  or 
result  in  undue  concentration  in  any 
section  of  the  country  in  any  line  of 
commerce  to  which  die  technology  to  be 
licensed  relates,  or  to  create  or  maintain 
other  situations  inconsistent  with  the 
antitrust  laws;  and 

(D)  NASA  has  given  first  preference 
to  any  small  business  firms  submitting 
plans  that  are  determined  by  the  agency 
to  be  within  the  capabilities  of  the  firms 
and  as  equally  likely,  if  executed,  to 
bring  the  invention  to  practical 
application  as  any  plans  submitted  by 
applicants  that  are  not  small  business 
firms. 

•  (2)  Conditions.  In  addition  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1245.204,  the  following 
terms  and  conditions  apply  to  domestic 
exclusive  and  partially  exclusive 
licenses: 

(i)  The  license  shall  be  subject  to  the 
irrevocable,  royalty-free  right  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to 
practice  and  have  practiced  the 
invention  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
and  on  behalf  of  any  foreign  government 
or  international  organization  pursuant  to 
any  existing  or  future  treaty  or 
agreement  with  the  United  States. 

(ii)  The  license  shall  reserve  to  NASA 
the  right  to  require  the  licensee  to  grant 
sublicenses  to  responsible  applicants, 
on  reasonable  terms,  when  necessary  to 
fulfill  health  or  safety  needs. 

(iii)  The  license  shall  be  subject  to  any 
licenses  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  grant 
of  the  exclusive  or  partially  exclusive 
license. 

(iv)  The  license  may  grant  the  licensee 
the  right  of  enforcement  of  the  licensed 
patent  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Chapter  29  of  Tide  35,  United  States 
Code,  or  other  statutes,  as  determined 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest. 

(b)  Foreign  licenses. 

(1)  Availability  of  licenses.  Exclusive 
or  partially  exclusive  licenses  may  be 
granted  on  a  NASA  invention  covered 
by  a  foreign  patent,  patent  application, 
or  other  form  of  protection,  provided 
that: 

(i)  Notice  of  a  prospective  license, 
identifying  the  invention  and 
prospective  licensee,  has  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  providing 
opportimity  for  filing  written  objections 


within  a  60-day  period  and  following 
consideration  of  such  objections; 

(ii)  NASA  has  considered  whether  the 
interests  of  the  Federal  Government  or 
United  States  industry  in  foreign 
commerce  will  be  enhanced;  and 

(iii)  NASA  has  not  determined  that 
the  grant  of  such  license  will  tend 
substantially  to  lessen  competition  or 
result  in  imdue  concentration  in  any 
section  of  the  United  States  in  any  line 
of  commerce  to  which  the  technology  to 
be  licensed  relates,  or  to  create  or 
maintain  other  situations  inconsistent 
with  antitrust  laws. 

(2)  Conditions.  In  addition  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1245.204,  the  following 
terms  and  conditions  apply  to  foreign 
exclusive  and  partially  exclusive 
licenses: 

(i)  The  license  shall  be  subject  to  the 
irrevocable,  royalty-fi'ee  right  of  the 
Government  nf  the  United  States  to 
practice  and  have  practiced  the 
invention  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
and  on  behalf  of  any  foreign  government 
or  international  organization  pursuant  to 
any  existing  or  future  treaty  or 
agreement  with  the  United  States. 

(ii)  The  license  shall  be  subject  to  any 
licenses  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  grant 
of  the  exclusive  or  partially  exclusive 
license. 

(iii)  The  license  may  grant  the  licensee 
the  right  to  take  any  suitable  and 
necessary  actions  to  protect  the  licensed 
property,  on  behalf  of  the  Federal 
Government. 

(c)  Record  of  determinations.  NASA 
shall  maintain  a  record  of 
determinations  to  grant  exclusive  or 
partially  exclusive  licenses. 

Procedures 

§  1245.207  Application  for  a  license. 

An  application  for  a  license  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Patent  Counsel  at  the 
NASA  installation  having  responsibility 
for  the  invention  and  shall  normally 
include: 

(a)  Identification  of  the  invention  for 
which  the  license  is  desired,  including 
the  patent  application  serial  number  or 
patent  number,  title,  and  date,  if  known; 

(b)  Identification  of  the  type  of  license 
for  which  the  application  is  submitted: 

(c)  Name  and  address  of  the  person, 
company,  or  organization  applying  for 
the  license  and  the  citizenship  or  place 
of  incorporation  of  the  applicant; 

(d)  Name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  representative  of  applicant  to 
whom  correspondence  should  be  sent; 

(e)  Nature  and  type  of  applicant’s 
business,  identifying  products  or 
services  which  the  applicant  has 
successfully  commercialized,  and 
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approximate  number  of  applicant’s 
employees: 

(f)  Source  of  information  concerning 
the  availability  of  a  license  on  the 
invention; 

(g)  A  statement  indicating  whether 
applicant  is  a  small  business  firm  as 
defined  in  §  1245.202(c): 

(h)  A  detailed  description  of 
applicant’s  plan  for  development  or 
marketing  of  the  invention,  or  both, 
which  should  include: 

(1)  A  statement  of  the  time,  nature  and 
amount  of  anticipated  investment  of 
capital  and  other  resources  which 
applicant  believes  will  be  required  to 
bring  the  invention  to  practical 
application: 

(2)  A  statement  as  to  applicant’s 
capability  and  intention  to  fulfill  the 
plan,  including  information  regarding 
manufacturing,  marketing,  financial,  and 
technical  resources; 

(3)  A  statement  of  the  fields  of  use  for 
which  applicant  intends  to  practice  the 
invention;  and 

(4)  A  statement  of  the  geographic 
areas  in  which  applicant  intends  to 
manufacture  any  products  embodying 
the  invention  and  geographic  areas 
where  applicant  intends  to  use  or  sell 
the  invention,  or  both; 

(i)  Identification  of  licenses  previously 
granted  to  applicant  under  Federally 
owned  inventions; 

(j)  A  statement  containing  applicant’s 
best  knowledge  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  invention  is  being  practiced  by 
private  industry  or  Government,  or  both, 
or  is  otherwise  available  commercially: 
and 

(k)  Any  other  information  which 
applicant  believes  will  support  a 
determination  to  grant  the  Ucense  to 
applicant 

§  1245.208  Processing  applications. 

(a)  Applications  for  licenses  will  be 
initially  reviewed  by  the  Patent  Counsel 
of  the  NASA  installation  having 
responsibility  for  the  invention.  The 
Patent  Counsel  shall  make  a  preliminary 
recommendation  to  the  Director  of 
Licensing,  NASA  Headquarters,  whether 
to:  (1)  grant  the  license  as  requested,  (2) 
grcmt  the  license  with  modification  after 
negotiation  with  the  licensee,  or  (3)  deny 
the  license.  The  Director  of  licensing 
shall  review  the  preliminary 
recommendation  of  the  Patent  Counsel 
and  make  a  final  recommendation  to  the 
NASA  Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Patent  Matters.  Such  review  and  final 
recommendation  may  include,  and  be  . 
based  on,  any  additional  information 
obtained  fi^m  applicant  and  other 
sources  that  the  Patent  Counsel  and  the 
Director  of  Licensing  deem  relevant  to 


the  license  requested.  The  determination 
to  grant  or  deny  the  hcense  shall  be 
made  by  the  Assistant  General  Counsel 
for  Patent  Matters  based  on  the  final 
recommendation  of  the  Director  of 
Licensing. 

(b)  When  notice  of  a  prospective 
exclusive  or  partially  exclusive  license 
is  published  in  tiie  Federal  Register  in 
accordance  with  §  1245.206(a)(l}(iii)(A) 
or  §  1245.206(bKlKi)>  any  written 
objecticms  receWed  in  response  thereto 
will  be  considered  by  the  Director  of 
Licensing  in  making  the  final 
recommendation  to  the  Assistant 
General  Counsel  for  Patent  Matters. 

(c)  If  the  requested  license,  including 
any  negotiated  modifications,  is  denied 
by  the  Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Patent  Matters,  the  applicant  may 
request  reconsideration  by  filing  a 
written  request  for  reconsideration 
within  30  days  after  receiving  notice  of 
denial.  This  30-day  period  may  be 
extended  for  good  cause. 

(d)  In  addition  to,  or  in  lieu  of 
requesting  reconsideration,  the 
applicant  may  also  appeal  the  denial  of 
the  license  in  accordance  with 

§  1245.211. 

§  1245.209  Notice  to  Attorney  General. 

A  copy  of  the  notice  provided  for  in 
§§  1245.206(a](l](iii)(A),  and 
1245.20e(b)(l)(i}  will  be  sent  to  the 
Attorney  G^eral. 

§  1245.210  Modification  and  termination  of 
licenses. 

Before  modifying  or  terminating  a 
license,  other  than  by  mutual  agreement, 
NASA  shall  furnish  the  licensee  and  any 
sublicensee  of  record  a  written  notice  of 
intention  to  modify  or  terminate  the 
license,  and  the  licensee  and  any 
sublicensee  shall  be  allowed  30  days 
after  such  notice  to  remedy  any  breach 
of  the  license  or  show  cause  why  the 
license  should  not  be  modified  or 
terminated. 

§1245Jt11  Appeals. 

(a)  The  following  parties  may  appeal 
to  the  NASA  Administrator  or  designee 
any  decision  or  determination 
concerning  the  grant  denial, 
interpretation,  modification,  or 
termination  of  a  license: 

(1)  A  person  whose  application  fm:  a 
license  has  been  denied; 

(2)  A  licensee  whose  license  has  been 
modified  or  terminated,  in  whole  or  in 
part;  or 

(3)  A  person  who  timely  filed  a 
written  objection  in  response  to  the 
notice  required  by 

§§  1245.206(aKl)(iii)(A)  or 


1245.206(b)(lKi)  and  who  can 
demonstrate  to  the  satisfaction  of  NASA 
that  such  person  may  be  damaged  by 
the  Agency  action. 

(b)  Written  notice  of  appeal  must  be 
filed  within  30  days  (or  such  other  time 
as  may  be  authorized  for  good  cause 
shown)  after  receiving  notice  of  the 
adverse  decision  or  determination; 
including,  an  adverse  decision  following 
the  request  for  reconsideration  under 
§  1245.208(c).  ’The  notice  of  appeal 
along  with  ^  supporting  documentation 
should  be  addressed  to  the 
Administrator,  National  Aeroneutics 
and  Space  Administration,  Washington, 
DC  20546.  Should  the  appeal  raise  a 
genuine  dispute  over  material  facts,  fact¬ 
finding  will  be  conducted  by  the  NASA 
Inventions  and  Contributions  Board.  The 
person  filing  the  appeal  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  and 
to  offer  evidence  in  support  of  the 
appeal.  The  Chairperson  of  the 
Inventions  and  Ccmtributions  Board 
shall  prepare  written  findings  of  fact 
£md  transmit  them  to  the  Administrator 
or  designee.  ’The  decision  on  tiie  appeal 
shall  be  made  by  the  NASA 
Administrator  or  designee.  There  is  no 
further  right  of  administrative  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Administrator 
or  designee. 

§  1245.212  Protection  and  administration 
of  inventions. 

NASA  may  take  any  suitable  and 
necessary  steps  to  protect  and 
administer  ri^ts  to  NASA  inventions, 
either  directly  or  through  contract. 

§  1245.213  Transfer  of  custody. 

NASA  having  custody  of  certain 
Federally  owned  inventions  may 
transfer  custody  and  administration  in 
whole  or  in  part  to  another  Federal 
agency,  of  the  right  title,  or  interest  in 
any  such  invention. 

§  1245.214  ConfMentiaNty  of  Information. 

Title  35,  United  States  Code,  section 
209,  provides  that  any  plan  submitted 
pursuant  to  §  1245.207(h)  and  any  report 
required  by  §  1245.204(b)(6)  may  be 
treated  by  NASA  as  commercial  and 
financial  informaticm  obtained  from  a 
person  and  privileged  and  confidential 
and  not  subject  to  disclosure  under 
section  552  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code. 

James  M.  Beggs, 

Administrator, 

October  15, 1981. 

(FR  Doc  n-3ia»  FUmI  lO-asei:  aM  ami 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Parte  210  and  240 
[Release  Nos.  33-6357;  34-18193;  AS-301] 

Revision  of  Financial  Statement 
Requirements  Applicable  to  Insurance 
Companies 

agency:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rules. 

summary:  The  Conunission  is  adopting 
a  revision  of  the  sections  of  Regulation 
S-X  that  apply  to  the  form  and  content 
of  financial  statements  of  insurance 
companies.  Present  Articles  7  and  7A 
which  apply  to  property  and  liability 
insurance  companies  tmd  life  insurance 
companies,  respectively,  have  been 
combined  into  one  new  Article  7,  and 
three  schedules  in  Article  12  that  apply 
specifically  to  insurance  companies 
have  been  replaced  by  two  new 
schedules.  The  changes  also  eliminate 
rules  duplicative  of  generally  accepted 
accounting  principles  and  clarify  and 
update  requirements  to  reflect  current 
accounting  practices.  This  revision,  as  a 
part  of  the  Commission's  project  to 
integrate  disclosure  requirements  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  and  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  is 
intended  to  minimize  the  regulatory 
burden  of  requiring  uniformity  between 
insurance  company  financial  statements 
that  are  included  in  annual  reports  to 
shareholders  and  those  that  are 
prepared  in  accordance  with  Regulation 
S-X. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  for  companies 
with  fiscal  years  ending  after  December 
15, 1981.  Earlier  implementation  is 
encouraged  as  of  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

M.  Elizabeth  Rader  (202-272-2133), 
Office  of  the  Chief  Accoimtant, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

On  September  2, 1980,  the 
Commission  published  a  comprehensive 
revision  of  Articles  3,  5  and  12  of 
Regulation  S-X  ("S-X”).*  One  of  the 


'  Securities  Act  Release  No.  6233  (45  FR  63660). 
The  release  revising  S-X  was  one  of  four  related 
releases  comprising  part  of  the  Commission's 
integrated  disclosure  proiect  which  is  intended  to 
improve  disclosure  in  certain  important  areas,  to 
eliminate  obsolete  or  duplicative  disclosure 
requirements,  and  facilitate  the  integration  of  Rlings 
made  under  the  Securities  Act  and  the  Exchange 
Act.  The  releases  referred  to  are  33-6231  (45  FR 
63630)  (amendments  to  Form  10-K  and  related 


major  purposes  of  that  release  was  to 
modify  S-X  to  facilitate  uniformity 
between  financial  statements  included 
in  filings  with  the  Commission  and  those 
included  in  annual  reports  to 
shareholders  prepared  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  proxy  rules.  At 
the  time  the  amendments  to  Articles  3,  5 
and  12  were  adopted,  the  Commission 
indicated  its  intent  to  revise  the  specific 
industry  requirements  included  in 
Articles  6  (Investment  Companies),  7 
and  7A  (Insurance  Companies),  and  9 
(Banks).  On  March  30, 1981,  in  Release 
No.  33-6306  (46  FR  21020),  the 
Commission  proposed  for  comment 
revisions  to  Articles  7  and  7A  which 
apply  to  property  and  liability  insurance 
companies  and  life  insurance 
companies;  the  proposal  combined  the 
two  Articles  into  one  and  at  the  same 
time  included  proposed  requirements  for 
title  insurance  companies.  In  addition, 
certain  amendments  to  related 
schedules  in  Article  12  were  proposed. 

The  Commission  received  twenty-nine 
letters  of  comment  on  the  proposal. 

After  giving  the  conunents  careful 
consideration,  the  Commission  has 
determined  to  adopt  the  proposed 
amendments,  with  some  revisions  in 
response  to  the  comments. 

Generally,  commentators  agreed  with 
the  proposals.  The  substantive 
comments  on  the  proposed  rules 
generally  focused  on  three  areas; 

(1)  The  proposed  footnote  disclosures 
giving  detail  for  certain  financial 
statement  captions  by  type  of  insurance. 

(2)  The  proposed  deletion  of  the 
reconciliations  from  statutory  net 
income  and  stockholders'  equity  to  the 
corresponding  amounts  determined  in 
accordance  with  generally  accepted 
accounting  principles  (“GAAP”). 

(3)  The  retention  of  certain  investment 
disclosures  (analysis  of  realized  and 
unrealized  gains  and  losses  on 
investments,  presentation  on  the  face  of 
the  income  statement  of  the  change  in 
unrealized  gains  on  marketable  equity 
securities,  and  disclosure  of  investment 
concentrations  exceeding  2%  of  total 
investments). 

n.  Discussion  of  Changes  to  the  Rules 

Consolidation  and  Supplementary 
Segment  Disclosures 

The  principal  change  in  the  new  rules 
is  the  elimination  of  Article  7A 
applicable  to  life  insurance  companies 
and  the  integration  of  the  unique  aspects 
of  that  Article  and  of  title  insurance 


revisions);  33-6232  (45  FR  63647)  (new  simpliRed 
form  for  Ae  registration  of  securities  issued  in 
certain  mergers  and  reorganization  transactions); 
33-6233  (general  revision  of  S-X)  and  33-6234  (45  FR 
63682)  (uniform  Hnancial  statement  instructions). 


reporting  into  Article  7.  These  revisions 
are  hi  recognition  of  the  growing  trend 
among  multi-line  insurance  entities  to 
give  a  consolidated  presentation  in  their 
financial  statements.  Companies  which 
prefer  not  to  consolidate  may  simply 
ignore  the  inapplicable  captions  in  ffie 
revised  Article  7. 

At  the  same  time  that  the  new  Article 
7  specifies  a  format  for  consolidated 
presentations,  it  has  been  structured  to 
preserve  essentially  the  same  level  of 
detailed  information  disclosure  which 
was  included  in  the  separate  Articles  7 
and  7A.  In  addition  to  the  completely 
separate  presentations  of  property  and 
liability  results  and  of  life  results 
required  by  Articles  7  and  7A,  Article 
7A  further  required  that  certain  financial 
statements  captions  be  subdivided 
between  life  insurance  and  accident  and 
health  insurance.  Accordingly,  the  new 
Article  7  requires  disclosure  in  a  new 
schedule  of  the  breakdown  of  these  key 
financial  statement  captions  among  the 
company’s  various  business  segments  as 
they  are  defined  for  purposes  of  the 
segment  disclosures  imder  Statement  of 
Financial  Accounting  Standards  No.  14.  * 
This  schedule  presentation  by  segment 
represents  a  revision  of  the  proposed 
requirement  to  show  this  information  in 
a  footnote  by  type  of  insurance.  A 
number  of  commentators  opposed  the 
line-of-insurance  presentation  as  much 
less  meaningful  than  a  segment 
presentation  in  light  of  many  companies' 
operating  organization  and  premium 
structures.  Various  commentators 
questioned  the  footnote  location 
because  they  felt  these  additional  data 
would  be  used  primarily  by 
sophisticated  investors  and  would 
constitute  unnecessary  additional  detail 
in  the  basic  financial  statements.  The 
Commission  has  therefore  concluded 
that,  although  this  level  of  information  is 
needed  to  assist  sophisticated  users  in 
understanding  and  evaluating  the 
fundamental  economic  differences 
between  life  and  property/liability 
insurance  operations,  it  can  most 
appropriately  be  presented  in  a  schedule 
on  a  segment  basis. 

In  light  of  this  decision  to  maintain  the 
level  of  disclosure  required  under  the 
previous  Articles  7  and  7A,  the 
Commission  is  currently  reconsidering, 
as  part  of  a  separate  project,  the 
requirement  in  Rule  3A-02(e)  of  S-X  that 
individually  significant  consolidated 
insurance  subsidiaries  present  separate 
financial  statements  in  their  filings  with 
the  Commission. 


’Statement  of  Financial  Accounting  Standards 
Ho.  \A,  Financial  Reporting  for  Segments  of  a 
Business  Enterprise  (December,  1876). 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  211  /  Monday,  November  2,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations  54333 


Statutory  Accounting 

The  Commission  has  adopted  the 
proposal  to  delete  the  requirement  for  a 
reconciliation  of  stockholders’  equity 
and  net  income  as  determined  under 
statutory  accoimting  requirements  with 
the  corresponding  GAAP  amounts.  The 
provision  limiting  the  use  of  statutory 
financial  statements  to  situations  where 
the  statutes  of  a  state  prohibit  the 
presentation  of  statements  on  a  GAAP 
basis  has  also  been  deleted.  These  two 
deletions  reflect  the  broad  use  and 
acceptance  of  GAAP  statements  for 
investor  reporting  purposes.^ Most 
commentators  strongly  supported  these 
changes,  although  some  pointed  out  the 
continuing  need  at  least  for  some 
information  on  statutory  restrictions. 
Rule  4-08  of  Regulation  S-X  (which 
applies  to  financial  statements  of 
insurance  companies)  already  requires 
disclosure  of  any  restrictions  on 
retained  earnings.  The  Commission  has 
concluded  that  disclosure  should  also  be 
made  along  legal  entity  lines  of  the 
amount  of  statutory  net  income  and 
statutory  stockholders’  equity.* 

Commentators  favoring  retention  of 
the  full  reconciliation  felt  that  it 
contained  useful  information  on  the 
quality  of  earnings  and  the  relationship 
of  statutory  amounts  to  GAAP.  As 
indicated  above,  the  newly  amended 
Article  7  will  require  disclosure  of  the 
amounts  of  statutory  net  income  and 
stockholders’  equity  as  well  as 
disclosure  of  significant  statutory 
restrictions  on  ^vidends.  Moreover,  the 
Commission  believes  that  GAAP 
earnings  and  stockholders’  equity  are 
the  relevant  amoimts  for  investor 
financial  reporting  and  by  definition 
should  stand  on  their  own. 

'  Although  the  Commission  is  deleting 
the  requirement  for  these 
reconciliations,  registrants  are  free  to 
continue  to  present  them,  or  any  other 
supplemental  information  they  consider 
necessary  to  a  fair  presentation  of  their 
financial  condition  or  results  of 
operations.  Care  should,  of  course,  be 


*  Because  GAAP  have  not  yet  been  developed  for 
mutual  life  insurance  companies,  a  provision  has 
been  retained  permitting  mutual  life  insurance 
companies  and  their  wholly-owned  stock  company 
subsidiaries  to  prepare  statements  in  accordance 
with  statutory  accounting  requirements. 

*Rule  4-08(e)  requires  (1)  disclosure  of  significant 
restrictions  on  payment  of  dividends  by  the  issuer 
and  the  amount  of  retained  earnings  (i)  so  restricted 
or  (ii)  free  of  such  restrictions,  as  well  as  (2) 
disclosure  of  restrictions  on  the  payment  of 
dividends  by  consolidated  subsidiaries  to  the  issuer. 
^  The  Commission's  outstanding  rule  proposal  on 
Separate  Financial  Statements  (Release  No.  33- 
6316;  46  FR  27344]  would  require  additional 
disclosures  of  restrictions  on  transfers  of  funds  from 
subsidiaries  to  the  parent. 


taken  not  to  misrepresent  the  nature  of 
such  information. 

Investment  Disclosures 

Rule  7-03(1)  and  Rule  12-15  of  S-X 
have  been  changed  to  require  that  bonds 
and  notes,  preferred  stocks  and  common 
stocks  be  reported,  both  on  the  balance 
sheet  and  in  the  investment  summary 
schedule,  in  two  categories — ^fixed 
maturities  and  equity  securities.  This 
two-category  presentation  reflects  the 
consideration  given  redeemable 
preferred  stocks  in  Accounting  Series 
Release  No.  268.  ‘  It  also  reflects  the 
assumptions  underlying  the  carrying 
value  for  the  various  types  of 
investments.  GAAP  provide  that  bonds 
and  redeemable  preferred  stocks 
generally  be  carried  at  amortized  cost, 
while  nonredeemable  preferred  stocks 
and  common  stocks  are  carried  at 
market. 

The  investment  captions  and  related 
instructions  have  been  modified  slightly 
from  the  proposal  to  incorporate  various 
suggestions  in  the  comment  letters.  In 
addition,  the  caption  "Invested  Cash’’  . 
has  been  revised  to  read  “Short-term 
Investments,’’  which  are  defined  to 
include  investments  with  matmities  of 
less  than  one  year,  such  as  time 
deposits,  certificates  of  deposit,  and 
commercial  paper.  Section  7-03(a)(2)  of 
the  article  (balance  sheet  caption  2)  has 
been  revised  to  include  only  cash  on 
hand  or  on  deposit  in  banks. 

The  instructions  to  Rule  7-03(a)(l) 
have  also  been  modified  to  delete  all 
references  to  equity  investments  held  for 
“investment  purposes.”  Accordingly,  all 
investments  in  unconsolidated 
subsidiaries  and  fifty-percent-or-less- 
owned  persons  (including  partnerships) 
which  are  accoimted  for  by  the  equity 
method  should  be  included  in  balance 
sheet  caption  3.  “Secuihties  and 
indebtedness  of  related  parties.” 

The  analysis  of  realized  and 
tmiealized  gains  and  losses  on 
seciuities,  as  required  currently  by  both 
Articles  7  a];id  7A,  has  been  retained  as 
a  note  disclosiure  and  is  included  with 
the  requirement  for  the  income 
statement  under  the  “Realized  gains  or 
losses  *  *  *”  caption.  However,  the 
final  rules  have  deleted  the  requirement 
to  disclose  on  the  face  of  the  income 
statement  the  change  in  the  value  of 
marketable  equity  securities  diuing  the 
period.  The  Insurance  Companies 
Committee  of  the  AICPA,  as  well  as 
several  other  commentators,  suggested 
that  both  these  disclosures  be 
eliminated  as  not  me£uiingful.  The 
Commission  has  decided  to  retain  the 


*  Securities  Act  Release  No.  6097  (44  FR  45610) 
(July  27. 1979). 


footnote  analysis  because  it  believes 
information  on  both  realized  and 
unrealized  gains  and  losses  is  necessary 
to  a  full  evaluation  of  total  portfolio 
activity  for  the  period.  During  periods  of 
overall  market  decline,  selected  realized 
gains  may  mask  heavy  unrealized 
losses,  and  although  a  registrant  may 
fully  intend  to  carry  such  investments  to 
maturity,  investors  should  be  informed 
of  the  possible  impact  of  near-term 
sales.  The  footnote  analysis  of  both 
realized  and  unrealized  gains  and  losses 
provides  quantitative  information  on 
this  impact  In  addition,  the  implications 
of  significant  unrealized  losses  in  a 
company’s  investment  portfolio  would 
be  discussed  in  the  Management’s 
Discussion  and  Analysis  section. 

Because  this  footnote  analysis  and  the 
Management's  Discussion  address  total 
portfolio  activity,  the  separate 
disclosure  on  the  face  of  the  income 
statement  of  the  change  in  unrealized 
appreciation  or  depreciation  of 
marketable  equity  securities  has  been 
eliminated  and  replaced  by  a 
requirement  to  indude  a  reference  on 
the  face  of  the  income  statement  to  the 
footnote  analysis. 

The  AICPA  committee  also  suggested 
deletion  of  a  third  requirement  to 
disclose  the  name  of  any  person  in 
which  the  total  amoimt  invested  in  the 
person  and  affiliates  exceeds  2%  of  total 
investments.  A  number  of  commentators 
supported  the  AICPA  suggestion  or 
alternatively  proposed  a  revision  of  the 
disclosure  threshold.  The  Commission 
has  determined  to  maintain  this 
requirement  as  relevant  to  the  analysis 
of  investment  risk.  However,  the 
Commission  has  revised  the  disdosure 
threshold  fi'om  Z%  of  total  investments 
to  10%  of  total  stockholders’  equity.  This 
new  threshold  is  consistent  with  Aat 
used  in  Artide  9  for  banks  and  relates 
more  directly  to  investor  risk  than  the 
old  test.  Based  on  the  dollar  magnitude 
and  diversity  of  most  investment 
portfolios,  the  Commission  believes  that 
this  disdosure  is  not  a  burdensome 
requirement  and  that,  in  fact,  it  will 
elicit  disclosure  only  in  a  relatively 
limited  number  of  cases. 

The  revised  Article  7  also  retains  the  . 
disclosure  requirements  for  non-income 
producing  investments  in  fixed 
maturities,  mortgage  loans  on  real 
estate,  and  other  long-term  investments; 
however,  the  test  period  triggering  such 
disclosure  has  been  increased  to  twelve 
months.  Although  certain  commentators 
questioned  the  need  for  this  disclosure 
in  light  of  GAAP  requirements  to 
evaluate  asset  realizability,  the 
Commission  believes  this  information  is 
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necessary  to  the  ongoing  evaluation  of  a 
company's  finanoial  strength. 

Other  Changes 

The  related  schednles  reqetred  by 
Article  12  of  &-X  have  been  revised 
from  the  original  proposals  in  certain 
respects.  The  format  of  Schedule  I,  the 
Summary  of  Investments,  (Rule  12-15) 
has  been  changed  slightly  to  facilitate 
cross-references  to  the  balance  sheet. 
Schedule  V  (Rule  12-16)  has  been 
substantially  revised  to  provide  for  the 
tabular  presentation  by  segment  of  the 
detail  of  certain  key  balance  sheet  and 
income  statement  amounts.  This 
schedule  replaces  the  originally 
proposed  footnote  disclosure  of  such 
detail.  The  schedule  of  reinsurance 
information  (Rule  12-17)  also  reflects 
minor  revisions  in  order  to  clarify  the 
requirements  £md  to  tie  in  to  the  income 
statement.® 

Numerous  changes  have  been  made  to 
accommodate  uniformity  between 
financial  statements  included  in  annual 
reports  to  shareholders  and  those 
prepared  in  accordance  with  S-X.  In 
many  instances,  the  new  rules  permit 
disclosures  in  the  notes  to  financial 
statements  rather  them  on  the  face  of  the 
financial  statements.  As  stated 
previously,  these  amendments 
contribute  to  the  Commission's 
integration  project.  The  Commission  is 
also  amending  the  proxy  rules  to 
eliminate  the  temporary  rule  that 
requires  only  substantial  compliance 
with  Articles  7  and  7A  in  annual  reports 
to  shareholders.  Accordingly,  financial 
statements  of  insurance  companies 
included  in  filings  with  the  Commission 
and  in  annual  reports  to  shareholders 
will  be  required  to  be  uniform. 

m.  Reference  Table  of  Rule  Changes 

The  following  table  is  presented  to 
facilitate  analysis  of  the  changes  to 
Article  7  by  showing  each  of  &e  present 
rules  and  its  disposition  and  the  new 
rules  which  have  been  added.  Also 
included  are  brief  descriptions  of  the 
chemges.  A  more  comprehensive 
explanation  and  discussion  of  the  major 
changes  and  deletions  is  presented  in 
Section  n.  Since  the  table  is  intended 
only  as  an  outline  of  the  changes,  the 
final  rules  and  the  discussion  of  changes 
should  also  be  read. 

*  Information  as  to  the  general  nature  of 
reinsurance,  which  also  was  required  by  special 
notes  to  previous  Articles  7  and  7A.  is  called  for  as 
a  note  to  the  balance  sheet  caption,  "Policy 
liabilities  and  accruals,”  in  the  new  Article  7.  In 
response  to  certain  comments  received  on  the 
proposed  rules,  the  final  rules  for  this  general 
information  have  been  reworded  slightly. 


Article  7 

210.7- 01 — 210.7-01  Revised  to  extead 
Goverage  to  all  insorance  companiee. 

210.7- O3(a] — ^210.7-(Q(a]  Kfinor  wordmg 
revisions. 

210.7- 02(b)— Deleted. 

210.7- 02(c)— Deleted. 

210.7- 02(d) — ^210.7-02{b)  Minor  wording 
revisions.  Combined  with  210.7-02(e). 

210.7- 02(e) — ^210.7-02(b]  No  change. 

210.7- 03(a) — 210.7-03^)  Explains  purpose  of 
this  section  of  the  article. 

210.7- 03.1 — 210.7-03.1  Separate  captions  for 
bonds  and  notes,  preferred  stocks,  and 
common  stocks  are  deleted  and  replaced 
by  captions  for  fixed  maturities  and  equity 
securities.  Caption  for  policy  loans  added. 
Caption  for  invested  cash  deleted  and 
replaced  by  caption  for  short-term 
investments. 

Notes: 

(1)  — (1)  No  change  except  combined  with 
present  Note  (2). 

(2)  — ^Moved  to  Note  (1). 

None — [2]  New  note  defines  fixed  maturities 
and  equity  seciuities. 

(3)  — (3)  Revised  to  permit  disclosure  of 
'accumulated  depreciation  and  amortization 
deducted  fiom  investment  real  estate  on 
the  face  of  the  balance  sheet  or  in  a  note 
thereto  and  to  specify  that  real  estate 
acquired  in  settling  title  claims,  mortgage 
guaranty  claims  and  similar  insurance 
claims  shall  not  be  included  here  but  shall 
be  classified  as  "Other  Assets." 

(4)  — (4)  Revised  to  include  commercial  paper 
and  certificates  of  deposit  with  maturities 
of  less  than  one  year. 

(5)  — (5)  Revised  to  permit  disclosure  of 
certain  components  of  other  investments 
(HI  the  face  of  the  balance  sheet  or  in  a  note 
thereto.  Threshold  for  disclosure  revised 
from  five  percent  of  total  assets  to  ten 
percent  of  stockholders'  equity. 

(6)  — (6)  The  two  percent  threshold  for 
disclosure  of  investments  is  deleted  and 
replaced  by  ten  percent  of  stockholders' 
equity. 

(7) -^7)  Deleted. 

(8)  — (7)  Revised  to  replace  six-month  test 
period  for  non-income  producing  status 
with  twelve-month  period. 

210.7- 03.2 — 210.7-03.2  Caption  modified. 
Revised  to  provide  general  requirements 
for  cash  restricted  and  not  restricted. 

210.7- 03.3 — ^210.7-03.3.  Revised  to  include 
related  parties  and  reference  to  210.4-08(k) 
for  requirements. 

210.7- 03.4—210.7-03.4  No  change. 

210.7- 03.5—210.7-03.5  Revised  to  include  all 
accounts  and  notes  receivable. 

210.7- 03.6—210.7-03.6  No  change. 

210.7- 03.7—210.7-03.8  No  change. 

210.7- 03.8—210.7-03.7  No  change. 

None — ^210.7-03.9  Caption  ‘Title  plant" 

added. 

210.7- 03.9 — 210.7-03.10  Permits  disclosure  of 
other  assets  greater  than  five  percent  of 
total  assets  either  on  the  face  of  the 
balance  sheet  or  in  a  note  thereto. 

None — 210.7-03.11  Caption  "Assets  held  in 
separate  accounts"  added. 

210.7- 03.10—210.7-03.12  Caption  revised. 


210.7- 08.11—210.7-03.13  Caption  modified; 
rule  revised  to  require  disclosure  of 
unearned  premiums,  other  policy  (dahns 
aad  benefits  payable,  assumptkins  used  in 
oeknlating  future  bendSts,  and  informafion 
previously  required  by  210.7-064  about 
reinsarancw. 

2107-03.12— Included  in  210.7-03.13. 

210.7- 03.13—210.7-03.14  Revised  to  require 
disclosine  of  items  applicable  to  oth^  lines 
of  insurance;  permits  ^sclosure  of 
components  greater  than  five  percent  of 
total  liabilities  on  the  face  of  Ae  balance 
sheet  or  in  a  note  thereto;  includes 
disclosine  requirements  for  participating 
insurance. 

210.7- 03.14 — 210.7-03.16  Caption  modified. 

210.7- 03.15—210.7-03.17  Revised  to  include 
related  parties  and  reference  to  210.4-08(k) 
for  requirements. 

210.7- O3.1&— 210.7-03.15  Combined  with  other 
liabilities. 

210.7- 03.17—210.7-03.15  Includes  present 

210.7-03.16;  permits  liabilities  greater  than 
five  percent  of  total  liabilities  to  be 
presented  on  the  face  of  the  balance  sheet 
or  in  a  note  thereto. 

None — 210.7-03.18  Caption  "Liabilities 
related  to  separate  accounts"  added. 

210.7- 03.18—210.7-03.19  CapUon  only 
retained. 

None — ^210.7-03.20  Caption  “Minority 
interests  in  (ujnsolidated  subsidiaries” 
added. 

210.7- 03.19—210.7-03.21  No  change. 
2ia7-03.20— 210.7-03.22  No  change. 

210.7- 0371 — ^210.7-03.23  Caption  retained 
with  a  reference  to  210.5-02.30. 

210.7- 03.22 — ^210.7-03.24(a)  Revised  to  permit 
the  combination  of  certain  items;  (b) 
deleted;  (c)  deleted;  (d)  reference  to  210.5- 
02.31;  (e)  deleted;  (f)  deleted.  New  (c) 
added  to  require  (lisclosure  of  certain 
statutory  amounts. 

210.7- 03.23—210.7-03.25  Caption  modified. 

210.7- 04 — ^210.7-04  Explains  purpose  of  this 
section  of  the  article. 

210.7- 04.1 — ^210.7-04.1  Caption  modifiecL 

210.7- 04.2—210.7-04.2  No  change. 

210.7- 04.3 — ^210.7-04.3  Revised  to  be  more 
explicit. 

210.7- 04.4 — ^210.7-04.4  Caption  modified; 
narrative  eliminated. 

210.7- 04.5 — ^210.7-04.6  Caption  modified; 
revised  to  include  other  operating  costs 
and  expenses. 

210.7- 04.6— Included  in  210.7-04.6. 

210.7- 04.7 — 210.7-04.5  Caption  modified. 

210.7- 04.8—210.7-04.7  No  change. 

210.7- 04.9—210.7-04.8  Minor  wording 
changes. 

210.7- 04.10—210.7-04.10  Revised  to  permit 
more  flexibility  for  placement. 

210.7- 04.11—210.7-04.9  No  change. 

210.7- 04.12 — ^210.7-04.11  No  change. 

210.7- 04.13 — 210.7-04.12  Includes  preview 

210.7-05.3;  deletes  requirement  for 
disclosure  on  the  face  of  the  income 
statement  of  the  change  in  the  unrealized 
appreciation  or  depreciation  on  marketable 
equity  seemrities. 

None — ^210.7-04.13  Caption  “Discontinued 
operations”  added. 

210.7- 04.14 — ^210.7-04.14  Caption  modified  to 
recognize  current  GAAP. 
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210.7- 04.15— 210.7-04.15  Caption  only 
retained. 

None — ^210.7-04.16  Caption  “Cumulative 
effects  of  changes  in  accounting  principles” 
-added. 

210.7- 04.16—210.7-04.17  No  change. 

210.7- 04.17—210.7-04.18  CapHon  only 
retained. 

210.7- 05.1— Deleted. 

210.7- 05.2— Deleted. 

210.7- 05.3—210.7-04.12  No  change. 

210.7- 05.4 — 210.7-04.13  Revised  to  recognize 
current  GAAP. 

210.7- 06{a)— 210.7-05(a)  Revised  to  reflect 
schedule  changes. 

210.7- 06(b)— 210.7-05(b)  No  change. 

210.7- 06{c) — Deleted. 

210.7- 06{d)— 210.7-05(c)  No  change. 

Schedule  I — Schedule  I  No  change. 

Schedule  n — Schedule  1111  No  change. 
Schedule  III — Schedule  IV  No  qhange. 
Schedule  IV — Schedule  II  Disclosure 

threshold  increased  from  $20,000  to 

$100,000. 

Schedule  V — Schedule  VIll  No  change. 
Schedule  VI — Deleted. 

None — Schedule  V  added. 

None — Schedule  VI  added. 

Schedule  VO — Schedule  VII  No  change. 

None — Schedule  IX  added. 

210.7A — ^This  Article  is  deleted  and  has  been 
integrated  with  new  Article  7. 

Text  Amended  Rules 

Part  210  of  Title  17  CFR  Chapter  II  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  210-FORM  AND  CONTENT  OF 
AND  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENTS,  SECURITIES  ACT  OF 

1933,  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE  ACT  OF 

1934,  PUBLIC  UTILITY  HOLDING 
COMPANY  ACT  OF  1935,  INVESTMENT 
COMPANY  ACT  OF  1940,  AND 
ENERGY  POLICY  AND 
CONSERVATION  ACT  OF  1975 

1.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)(S)  of 
§  210.5-01  to  read  as  follows: 

S  210.5-01  Application  of  §§  210.5-01  to 
210.5-04. 

(a)  *  *  * 

***** 

(5)  Insurance  companies  (see 
§§  210.7-01  to  210.7-05). 

***** 

2.  By  removing  §  210.7-06  and  revising 
S§  210.7-01  to  210.7-05  and  the  center 
heading  that  appears  above  §  210.7-01 
to  read  as  follows: 

Insurance  Companies 

§  210.7-01  Application  of  §§  210.7-01  to 

210.7- 05. 

This  article  shall  be  applicable  to 
financial  statements  filed  for  insmance 
companies. 

§  210.7-02  General  requirement. 

(a)  The  requirements  of  the  general 
rules  in  §§  210.1-01  to  210.4-10  (Articles 


1, 2, 3, 3A  and  4)  shall  be  applicable 
except  where  they  differ  from 
requirements  of  §§  210.7-01  to  210.7-05. 

(b)  Financial  statements  filed  for 
mutual  life  insurance  companies  and 
wholly  owned  stock  insurance  company 
subsi^aries  of  mutual  life  insurance 
companies  may  be  prepared  in 
accordance  with  statutory  accounting 
requirement8..Financial  statements 
prepared  in  accordance  with  statutory 
accounting  requirements  maybe 
condensed  as  appropriate,  but  the 
amounts  to  be  reported  for  net  gain  from 
operations  (or  net  income  or  loss)  and 
total  capital  and  surplus  (or  surplus  as 
regards  policyholders)  shall  be  the  same 
as  those  reported  on  the  corresponding 
Annual  Statement 

§  210.7-03  Balance  sheets. 

(a)  The  purpose  of  this  rule  is  to 
in^cate  the  various  items  which,  if 
applicable,  and  except  as  otherwise 
permitted  by  the  Commission,  should 
appear  on  the  face  of  the  balance  sheets 
and  in  the  notes  thereto  filed  for  persons 
to  whom  this  article  pertains.  (See 
§  210.4-01(a).) 

Assets 

1.  Investments— other  than  investments  in 
related  parties. 

(a)  Fixed  maturities. 

(b)  Equity  securities. 

(c)  Mortgage  loans  on  real  estate. 

(d)  Investment  real  estate. 

(e)  Policy  loans. 

(f)  Other  long-term  investments. 

(g)  Short-term  investments. 

(h)  Total  investments. 

Notes:  (1)  State  parenthetically  or 
otherwise  in  the  balance  sheet  (a)  the  basis 
of  determining  the  amounts  shown  in  the 
balance  sheet  and  (b)  as  to  fixed  maturities 
and  equity  securities  either  aggregate  cost  or 
aggregate  value  at  the  balance  sheet  date, 
whichever  is  the  alternate  amount  of  the 
carrying  value  in  the  balance  sheet. 
Consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
discussion  of  “Valuation  of  Securities"  in 
Accounting  Series  Release  No.  118  (36  FR 
19986). 

(2)  Include  under  fixed  maturities:  bonds, 
notes,  marketable  certificates  of  deposit  with 
maturities  beyond  one  year,  and  redeemable 
preferred  sto^.  Include  under  equity 
securities:  common  stocks  and 
nonredeemable  preferred  stocks. 

(3)  State  separately  in  the  balance  sheet  or 
in  a  note  thereto  the  amount  of  accumulated 
depreciation  and  amortization  deducted  fit>m 
investment  real  estate.  Subcaption  (d)  shall 
not  include  real  estate  acquir^  in  settling 
title  claims,  mortgage  guaranty  claims,  and 
similar  insurance  claims.  Real  estate 
acquired  in  settling  claims  shall  be  included 
in  caption  10,  “Other  Assets,”  or  shown 
separately,  if  materiaL 

(4)  Include  under  subcaption  (g) 
investments  maturing  wlt^  one  year,  such 
as  commercial  paper  maturing  within  one 
year,  marketable  certificates  of  deposit 


maturing  within  one  year,  savings  accounts, 
time  deposits  and  other  cash  accounts  and 
cash  equivalents  earning  interest  State  in  a 
note  any  amounts  subject  to  withdrawal  or 
usage  restrictions.  (See  (  210.5-02.1.) 

(5)  State  separately  in  a  note  the  amount  of 
any  class  of  investments  included  in 
subcaption  (f)  if  such  amount  exceeds  ten 
percent  of  stockholders’  equity. 

(6)  State  in  a  note  the  name  of  any  person 
in  which  the  total  amount  invested  in  the 
person  and  its  affiliates,  included  in  the 
above  subcaptions,  exceeds  ten  percent  of 
total  stockholders*  equity.  For  this  disclosure, 
include  in  the  amoimt  invested  in  a  person 
and  its  affiliates  the  aggregate  of 
indebtedness  and  stocks  issued  by  such 
person  and  its  affiliates  that  is  Included  in  the 
several  subcaptions  above,  and  the  amount 
of  any  real  estate  included  in  subcaption  (d) 
that  was  purchased  or  acquired  from  such 
person  and  its  affiliates.  Indicate  the  amount 
included  in  each  subcaption.  An  investment 
in  bonds  and  notes  of  the  United  States 
Government  or  of  a  United  States 
Government  agency  or  authority  which 
exceeds  ten  percent  of  total  stodcholders’ 
equity  need  not  be  reported. 

(7)  State  in  a  note  die  amount  of 
investments  included  imder  each  subcaption 
(a),  (c),  (d)  and  (f)  which  have  been  non¬ 
income  producing  for  the  twelve  months 
preceding  the  balance  sheet  date. 

2.  Cash.  Cash  on  hand  or  on  deposit  that  is 
restricted  as  to  withdrawal  or  usage  shall  be 
disclosed  separately  on  the  balance  sheet 
The  provisions  of  any  restrictions  shall  be 
described  in  a  note  to  the  financial 
statements.  Restrictions  may  include  legally 
restricted  deposits  held  as  compensating 
balances  against  short-term  borrowing 
arrangements,  contracts  entered  into  i^th 
others,  or  company  statements  of  intention 
with  regard  to  particular  deposits.  In  cases 
where  compensating  balance  arrangements 
exist  but  are  not  agreements  which  legally 
restrict  the  use  of  cash  amounts  shown  on  the 
balance  sheet  describe  in  the  notes  to  the 
financial  statements  these  arrangements  and 
the  amount  involved,  if  determinable,  for  the 
most  recent  audited  balance  sheet  required. 
Compensating  balances  that  are  maintained 
under  an  agreement  to  assure  future  credit 
availability  shall  be  disclosed  in  the  notes  to 
the  financial  statements  along  with  the 
amoimt  and  terms  of  the  agreement 

3.  Securities  and  indebt^ness  of  related 
parties.  State  separately  (a)  investments  in 
related  parties  and  (b)  todebtedness  from 
such  related  parties.  (See  8  2ia4-08(k).) 

4.  Accrued  investment  income. 

5.  Accounts  and  notes  receivable.  Include 
imder  diis  caption  (a)  amounts  receivable 
from  agents  and  insureds,  (b)  uncollected 
premiums  and  (c)  other  receivables.  State 
separately  in  the  balance  sheet  or  in  a  note 
thereto  any  category  of  other  receivable 
which  is  in  excess  of  five  percent  of  total 
assets.  State  separately  in  the  balance  sheet 
or  in  a  note  thereto  the  amount  of  allowance 
for  doubtful  accounts  that  was  deducted. 

6.  Reinsurance  recoverable  on  paid  losses. 

7.  Deferred  policy  acquisition  costs. 

8.  Property  and  equipment  (a)  State  the 
basis  of  determining  the  amounts. 
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(b)  State  separately  in  the  balance  sheet  or 
in  a  note  thereto  the  amount  of  accumulated 
depreciation  and  amortization  of  property 
and  equipment 

9.  Title  plant 

10.  Other  assets.  State  separately  in  the 
balance  sheet  or  in  a  note  thereto  any  other 
asset  the  amount  of  which  exceeds  five 
percent  of  total  assets. 

11.  Assets  held  in  separate  accounts. 

Include  under  this  caption  the  aggregate 
amount  of  assets  used  to  fund  liabilities 
related  to  variable  annuities,  pension  funds 
and  similar  activities.  The  aggregate  liability 
shall  be  included  under  caption  18.  Describe 
in  a  note  to  the  Hnancial  statements  the 
general  natiue  of  the  activities  being  reported 
on  in  the  separate  accounts. 

12.  Total  assets. 

Lialnlities  and  Stockholders’  Equity 
'13.  Policy  liabilities  and  accruals,  (a)  State 
separately  in  the  balance  sheet  the  amounts 
of  (1)  future  policy  benefits  and  losses,  claims 
and  loss  expenses,  (2)  unearned  preminums 
and  (3]  other  policy  claims  and  benefits 
payable. 

(b)  State  in  a  note  to  the  financial 
statements  the  basis  of  assumptions  (interest 
rates,  mortality,  withdrawals)  for  future 
policy  benefits  and  claims  and  settlements 
which  are  stated  at  present  value. 

(c)  Information  shall  be  given  in  a  note 
concerning  the  general  nature  of  reinsurance 
transactions,  including  a  description  of  the 
significant  types  of  reinsurance  agreements 
executed.  The  information  provided  shall 
include  (1)  the  nature  of  the  contingent 
liability  in  connection  with  insurance  ceded 
and  (2)  the  nature  and  effect  of  material 
nonrecurring  reinsurance  transactions. 

14.  Other  policyholders’ funds,  (a)  Include 
amounts  of  supplementary  contracts  without 
life  contingendes,  policyholders*  dividend 
accumulations,  undtotributed  earnings  on 
partidpating  business,  dividends  to 
policyholders  and  retrospective  return 
premiums  (not  induded  elsewhere]  and  any 
similar  items.  State  separately  in  the  balance 
sheet  or  in  a  note  thereto  any  item  the 
amount  of  whidi  is  in  excess  of  five  percent 
of  total  liabilities. 

(b)  State  in  a  note  to  the  financial 
statements  the  relative  significance  of 
partidpating  insurance  expressed  as 
percentages  of  (1)  insurance  in  force  and  (2) 
premium  income;  and  the  method  by  whi^ 
earnings  and  dividends  allocable  to  such 
insurance  is  determined. 

15.  Other  liabilities,  (a)  Include  under  this 
caption  such  items  as  accrued  payrolls, 
accrued  interest  and  taxes.  State  separately 
in  the  balance  sheet  or  in  a  note  thereto  any 
item  induded  in  other  liabilities  the  amount 
of  which  exceeds  five  percent  of  total 
liabilities. 

(b)  State  separately  in  the  balance  sheet  or 
in  a  note  thereto  the  amount  of  (1)  income 
taxes  payable  and  (2)  deferred  income  taxes. 
Disdose  separately  the  amount  of  deferred 
income  taxes  applicable  to  unrealized 
«  appreciation  of  equity  securities. 

10.  Notes  payable,  bonds,  mortgages  and 
similar  obligations,  including  capitalized 
leases,  (a)  State  separately  in  the  balance 
sheet  the  amounts  of  (1)  short-term  debt  and 


(2)  long-term  debt  induding  capitalized 
leases. 

(b)  The  disdosure  required  by  fi  210.5- 
02.19(b)  shall  be  given  if  the  aggregate  of 
short-term  borrowings  from  banks,  factors 
and  other  finandal  institutions  and 
commercial  paper  issued  exceeds  five 
percent  of  total  liabilities. 

(c)  The  disclosure  requirements  of  §  210.5- 
02.22  shall  be  followed  for  long-term  debt 

17.  Indebtedness  to  related  parties.  (See 
§  210.4-0.8(k).] 

18.  Liabilities  related  to  separate  accounts. 
[See  caption  11.] 

19.  Commitments  and  contingent  liabilities. 

Minority  Interests 

20.  Minority  interests  in  consolidated 
subsidiaries.  The  disdosure  requirements  of 
S  210.5-02.27  shall  be  followed. 

Redeemable  Preferred  Stocks 

21.  Preferred  stocks  subject  to  mandatory 
redemption  requirements  or  whose 
redemption  is  outside  the  control  of  the 
issuer.  The  dassification  and  disdosure 
requirements  of  S  210.5-02.28  shall  be 
followed. 

Nonredeemable  Preferred  Stocks 

22.  Preferred  stocks  which  are  not 
redeemable  or  are  redeemable  solely  at  the 
option  of  the  issuer.  The  classification  and 
disclosure  requirements  of  $  210.5-02.29  shall 
be  followed. 

Ck>mmon  Stocks 

23.  Common  stocks.  The  dassification  and 
disclosure  requirements  of  {  210.5-02.30  shall 
be  followed. 

Other  Stockholders’  Equity 

24.  Other  stockholders’ equity,  (a)  Separate 
captions  shall  be  shown  for  (1)  addltioim 
paid-in  capital,  (2)  other  additional  capital, 

(3)  unrealized  appredation  or  depredatimi  of 
equity  securities  less  applicable  deferred 
income  taxes,  (4)  retain^  earnings  (i) 
appropriated  and  (ii)  unappropriated  (See 

S  210.4-08(e).]  Addtional  paid-in  capital  and 
other  additional  capital  may  be  combined 
with  the  stock  caption  to  which  they  apply,  if 
appropriate. 

(b)  The  classification  and  disdosure 
requirements  of  §  210.5-02.31(b)  and  (c)  shall 
be  followed  for  (1)  dating  and  effect  of  a 
quasi-reorganization  and  (2)  summaries  of 
each  stockholder’s  equity  account 

(c)  State  in  a  note  tire  following  information 
separately  for  (1)  life  insurance  legal  entities, 
and  (2)  property  and  liability  insurance  legal 
entities:  the  amount  of  statutory  stockholders’ 
equity  as  of  the  date  of  each  balance  sheet 
presented  and  the  amount  of  statutory  net 
income  or  loss  for  each  period  for  which  an 
income  statement  is  presented. 

25.  Total  liabilities  and  stockholders’ 
equity. 

§  210.7-04  Incom*  statenMnts. 

The  purpose  of  this  rule  is  to  indicate 
the  various  items  which,  if  applicable, 
should  appear  on  the  face  of  the  income 
statements  and  in  the  notes  thereto  filed 
for  persons  to  whom  this  article 
pertains.  (See  S  210.4-01(a).) 


Revenues 

1.  Premiums.  Indude  premiums  from 
reinsurance  assumed  and  deduct  premiums 
on  reinsurance  ceded.  Where  applicable,  the 
amounts  included  in  this  caption  should 
represent  premiums  earned. 

2.  Net  investment  income.  State  in  a  note  to 
the  financial  statements,  in  tabular  form,  the 
amounts  of  (a)  investment  income  from  each 
category  of  investments  listed  in  the 
subcaptions  of  §210.7-03.1  that  exceeds  five 
percent  of  total  investment  income,  (b)  total 
investment  income,  (c)  applicable  expenses, 
and  (d)  net  investment  income. 

3.  Other  income.  Include  all  revenues  not  . 
included  in  captions  1  and  2  above.  State 
separately  in  tiie  statement  any  amounts  in 
excess  of  five  percent  of  total  revenue,  and 
disclose  the  nature  of  the  transactions  from 
which  the  items  arose. 

Benefits,  Losses  and  Expenses 

4.  Benefits,  claims,  losses  and  settlement 
expenses. 

5.  Policyholders’ share  of  earnings  on 
participating  policies,  dividends  and  similar 
items.  (See  §  210.7-03.14(b).] 

6.  Underwriting,  acquisition  and  insurance 
expenses.  State  separately  in  the  income 
statement  or  in  a  note  thereto  (a)  the  amount 
included  in  this  caption  representing  deferred 
policy  acquisition  costs  amortized  to  income 
during  the  period,  and  (b)  the  amount  of  other 
operating  expenses.  State  separately  in  the 
income  statement  any  material  amount 
included  in  all  other  operating  expenses. 

'  7.  Income  or  loss  before  income  tax 

expend  and  appropriate  items  below. 

8.  Income  tax  expense.  Include  under  this 
caption  only  taxes  based  on  income.  (See 

§  2ia4-O0(^.) 

9.  Minority  interest  in  income  of 
consolidated  subsidiaries. 

10.  Equity  in  earnings  of  unconsolidated 
subsidiaries  and  SO  percent  or  less  owned 
persons.  The  amount  reported  under  this 
caption  shall  be  stated  net  of  any  applicable 
tax  provisions  and  shall  exclude  gains  or 
losses  on  investments  and  other  items  below. 
State  in  the  income  statement  or  in  a  note 
thereto  the  amount  of  dividends  received 
from  such  persons.  If  justified  by  the 
circumstances,  this  item  may  be  presented  in 
a  different  position  and  a  different  manner. 

11.  Income  or  loss  before  realized  gains  or 
losses  on  investments  and  extraordinary 
items. 

12.  Realized  gains  or  losses  on  investments 
other  than  investments  in  affiliates,  less 
applicable  tax.  (a)  State  separately  in  the 
income  statement  or  in  a  note  thereto  the 
amount  of  equity  in  net  realized  investment 
gains  or  losses  of  persons  for  which  the 
equity  in  earnings  was  reported  under 
caption  10,  disclosing  parenthetically  or 
otherwise  the  tax  applicable  to  such  amounts. 
State  in  the  income  statement  or  in  a  note 
thereto  the  method  followed  in  determining 
the  cost  of  investments,  e.g.,  “average  cost,” 
“first-in,  first-out,"  or  “identified  certificate.” 

(b)  For  each  period  for  which  an  income 
statement  is  filed,  include  in  a  note  an 
analysis  of  realized  and  unrealized 
investment  gains  or  losses  on  fixed  maturities 
and  equity  securities.  For  each  period,  state 
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separately  for  fixed  maturities  (see  S  210.7- 
03.1(a})  and  for  equity  securities  (see  §  210.7- 
03.1(b])  the  following  amounts:  (1)  realized 
investment  gains  or  losses,  less  applicable 
tax  (included  in  S  210.7-04.12),  and  (2)  the 
change  during  the  period  in  the  difierence 
between  value  and  cost  adjusted  for 
applicable  tax  effects.  The  change  in  the 
difference  between  value  and  cost  shall  be 
given  for  both  categories  of  investments  even 
though  they  may  be  shown  on  the  related 
balance  sheet  on  a  basis  other  than  value. 

(c)  Parenthetically  following  this  caption, 
refer  to  the  note  including  the  analysis 
required  by  (b)  above. 

13.  Discontinued  operations. 

14.  Income  or  loss  before  extraordindry 
items  and  cumulative  effects  of  changes  in 
accounting  principles. 

15.  Extraordinary  items,  Jess  applicable 
tax. 

16.  Cumulative  effects  of  changes  in 
accounting  principles. 

17.  Net  income  or  loss. 

18.  Earnings  per  share  data. 

§  210.7-05  What  schedules  are  to  be  filed. 

(a)  Except  as  expressly  provided 
otherwise  in  the  applicable  form — 

(1]  The  schedules  specified  below  as 
Schedules  I  and  VII  shall  be  filed  as  of 
the  dates  of  the  most  recent  audited 
balance  sheet  for  each  person  or  group. 

(2]  All  other  schedules  specified 
below  as  Schedules  H.  lU,  IV.  V.  VI.  Vlfi 
and  IX  shall  be  filed  for  each  period  for 
which  an  audited  income  statement  is 
required  to  be  filed  for  each  person  or 
group. 

(b)  When  information  is  required  in 
schedules  for  both  the  registrant  and  the 
registrant  and  its  subsidiaries 
consolidated  it  may  be  presented  in  the 
form  of  a  single  schedule:  Provided, 

That  items  pertaining  to  the  registrant 
are  shown  separately  and  that  such 
single  schedule  affords  a  properly 
summarized  presentation  of  die  facts.  If 
the  information  required  by  any 
schedule  (including  the  notes  thereto) 
may  be  shown  in  the  related  financial 
statement  or  in  a  note  thereto  without 
making  such  statement  unclear  or 
confusing,  that  procedure  may  be 
followed  and  the  schedule  omitted. 

(c)  The  schedules  shall  be  examined 
by  the  independent  accoimtant 

Schedule  I— Summary  of  investments — 
other  than  investments  in  related  parties.  The 
schedule  prescribed  by  S  210.12-15  shall  be 
filed  in  support  of  caption  1  of  the  most 
recent  audited  balance  sheet. 

Schedule  II— Amounts  receivable  from 
related  parties,  and  underwriters,  promoters, 
and  employees  other  than  related  partis 
The  schedule  inrescribed  by  S  2iai2-03  shall 
be  filed  with  respect  to  ea^  person  among 
related  parties,  and  underwriters,  promoters, 
and  employees  other  than  related  parties, 
from  whom  an  aggregate  indebtedness  of 
more  than  $100,000  or  one  percent  of  total 
assets,  whichever  is  less,  is  owed,  or  at  any 


time  during  the  period  for  which  related 
audited  income  statements  are  required  to  be 
filed  was  owed.  This  schedule  shall  not 
include  information  which  is  prescribed  by 
S  210.12-05.  For  purposes  of  this  schedule, 
exclude  in  the  determination  of  the  amount  of 
indebtedness  all  amounts  receivable  fi:om 
such  persons  for  purchases  subject  to  usual 
trade  terms,  for  ordinary  travel  and  expense 
advances,  and  for  other  sudi  items  arising  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  business. 

Schedule  III— Investments  in,  equity  in 
earnings  of,  and  dividends  received  from 
related  parties.  The  schedule  prescribed  by 
§  210.12-04  shall  be  filed  in  support  of 
caption  3(a)  of  the  balance  sheet  This 
schedule  may  be  omitted  if  (1)  neither  the 
sum  of  capticms  3(a)  and  3(b}  in  the  related 
balance  sheet  nor  the  amount  of  caption  17  in 
such  balance  sheet  exceeds  five  percent  of 
total  assets  as  shown  by  the  related  balance 
sheet  at  either  the  beginning  or  end  of  the 
period  or  (2)  there  have  been  no  material 
changes  in  the  information  required  to  be 
filed  from  that  last  previously  reported. 

Schedule  IV— Indebtedness  of  and  to 
related  parties — not  current  The  schedule 
prescribed  by  S  210.12-05  shall  be  filed  in 
support  of  captions  3(b)  and  17  of  the  balance 
sheet;  however,  the  required  information  may 
be  presented  separately  on  Schedule  III.  This 
schedule  may  be  omitted  if  (1)  neither  the 
sum  of  captions  3(a)  and  3(b)  in  the  related 
balance  sheet  nor  the  amount  of  caption  17  in 
such  balance  sheet  exceeds  five  percent  of 
total  assets  as  shown  by  the  related  balance 
sheet  at  either  the  beginning  or  end  of  the 
period  or  (2)  there  have  been  no  material 
changes  in  the  information  required  to  be 
filed  from  that  last  previously  reported. 

Schedule  V— Supplementary  insurance 
information.  The  schedule  prescribed  by 
S  210.12-16  shall  be  filed  giving  segment 
detail  in  support  of  various  balance  sheet  and 
income  statement  captions. 

Schedule  VI— Reinsurance.  The  schedule 
prescribed  by  9  210.12-17  shall  be  filed  for 
reinsurance  ceded  and  assumed. 

Schedule  VII — Guarantees  of  securities  of 
other  issuers.  The  schedule  prescribed  by 
9  210.12-08  shall  be  filed  with  respect  to  any 
guarantees  of  securities  of  other  issuers  by 
the  person  for  which  the  statement  is  being 
filed 

Schedule  VIII— Valuation  and  qualifying 
accounts.  The  schedule  prescribed  by 
9  210.12-09  shall  be  filed  in  r:;pport  of 
valuation  and  qualifying  acco.Jits  included  in 
the  balance  shMt  (see  9  210.4-02). 

Schedule  IX— Short-term  borrowings.  The 
schedule  prescribed  by  9  210.12-10  shall  be 
filed  in  support  of  caption  16(a)(l]  of  the 
balance  sheet  to  report  amounts  payable  to 
banks  for  borrowings;  factors  and  Vandal 
institutions  for  borrowings;  and  holders  of 
commercial  paper.  The  information  required 
by  this  schedule  may  be  presented  in 
Management’s  Discussion  and  Analysis  if  it 
results  in  a  more  meaningful  presentation  of 
the  information  being  provided.  If  ffiat 
procedure  is  followed  the  schedule  may  be 
omitted  if  appropriate  cross-references  are 
made. 


99  210.7A-01  through  210.7A-06 
[Removed] 

3.  By  removing  §9  210.7 A-01  to 
210.7A-06. 

4.  By  revising  §  210.12-01  to  read  as 
follows: 

Form  and  Content  (d  Schedules 
General 

9210.12- 01  Application  of  99  210.12-01  to 

210.12- 27. 

These  sections  prescribe  the  form  and 
content  of  the  schedules  required  by 
99  210.5-04,  210.6-10,  210.6-13,  210.6-24, 
210.6-34,  210.7-05  and  210.9-05. 

5.  By  revising  9  210.12-15  to  read  as 
follows: 

9  210.12-15  Summary  of  investments— 
other  than  investments  In  related  parties. 


tFor  Insurance  Companies] 


Column  A 

Column 

Column 

Column 

Type  of  investment 

Cost* 

Value 

Amount 
at  which 
shown 
in  the 
balanoe 
sheet* 

Fixed  maturities: 

Bonds: 

United  Stales  Goverrv 
ment  and  govern¬ 
ment  agencies  aixt 

authorities— . 

States,  munidpaities 
and  poWcal  subdM- 

Public  utilities . 

Convertibles  and  bonds 
nrlth  warrants  al- 

. . . . 

Al  other  corporate 

Redeemable  preferred 

stock . . . . . 

Equity  securities: 

Common  stocks: 

Banks,  trust  and  Insur- 

biduslrial,  miscete- 

Nonredeemable  preferred 

stocks . 

Total  equity  securities . 

Mortgage  loans  on  rest 

Other  long-term  Invest- 

_ tzzz 

*  Original  cost  ol  aquBy  sesurilioi  and,  as  to  fend  makst- 
ties,  onginal  cost  reduced  by  ispaymenis  and  adiusted  lor 
araortuson  ol  prasniuns  or  accnni  ol  dtocourds. 

*  It  the  amount  aS  sMch  atiown  In  the  balance  sheet  is 
(Wferent  feom  the  amount  etatm  fei  sMher  column  B  or  C; 
stale  the  reason  lor  auoh  dWaranoai  The  Mel  ol  Ms  eohawt 
should  agree  with  the  balanoo  sheet 

corwertfelsi  and  borsls  elVi  ■enanls  shat  be  kiekM^ 
ad  in  this  captioa  regantess  of  issuer. 

*  State  separately  any  real  estate  acquired  in  satistaction 
of  debt 
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6.  By  removing  §  210.12-16  and  adding  a  new  §  210.12-16  as  follows; 
§  210.12-16  Supplementary  insurance  information. 


[For  insurance  companies] 


Column 

A 

Column  B 

Coitjmn  C 

Coiumn  D 

Column  E 

Column  F 

(Column  G 

Column  H 

Column  J 

Column  K 

Deferred  policy 
acquisition  cost 
(caption  7) 

Future  policy 
benefits, 
losses,  claims 
and  loss 
expenses 
(caption  13-a- 
1) 

Unearned 
premiums 
(caption  13-a- 
2) 

Other  policy 
claims  arxi 
benefits 
payable 
(caption  13-a- 
3) 

Premium 
revenue 
(caption  1) 

Net  invesbnent 
income  (caption 
2)» 

Benefits, 
claims,  losses 
and  settlement 
expenses 
(caption  4) 

Amortization  of 
deferred  policy 
acquisition 
costs* 

Other  operating 
expenses  *  * 

Premiums 

written* 

Seg- 
iTienl  • 

■ 

■i 

■■IIIIIIIIIIIIIIH 

i  1111111111111111^ 

■■■■liiiiii 

Hillllllllll^^ 

'  Segments  shown  should  be  the  same  as  those  presented  in  the  footnote  disclosures  called  for  t^  Statement  of  Financial  Accounting  Standards  No.  14. 

‘Does  not  apply  to  life  insurance  or  title  insurance.  This  amount  should  include  premiums  from  reinsurance  assumed,  and  be  net  of  premiums  on  reinsurance  ceded. 
■'  State  the  basis  for  allocation  of  net  investment  income  and,  where  applicable,  other  operating  expenses. 

*  The  total  of  columns  I  and  J  should  agree  with  the  amount  shown  for  income  statement  caption  6. 

°  Totals  should  agree  with  the  indicated  balance  sheet  and  income  statement  caption  amounts,  where  a  caption  number  is  shown 


7.  By  removing  §  210.12-17  and  adding  a  new  §  210.12-17  as  follows: 
§  210.12-17  Reinsurance. 


[For  insurance  companies] 


Column  B 

Column  C 

Column  D 

Column  E 

CMumn  F 

Column  A 

Gross  amount 

Ceded  to  other 
companies ' 

Assumed  from  other 
companies 

Net  amount  * 

Percentage  of  amount 
assumed  to  net  * 

Life  insurance  in  force . 

Premiums: 

Life  insurance . 

Accident  and  health  insurance . 

Property  and  liability  insurance 

Title  insurance . 

Total  premiums . 

'  Indicate  in  a  note  any  amounts  of  reinsurance  or  coinsurance  income  netted  against  premiums  ceded.  ' 

•  This  Column  represents  the  total  of  column  B  less  column  C  plus  column  D.  The  total  premiunts  in  this  column  should  represent  the  amount  of  premium  revenue  on  the  Income 
statement 

‘  Calouiated  as  the  amount  In  column  D  divided  by  amount  in  colunm  E. 


§210.12-18  (Removed] 

8.  By  removing  §  210.12-18. 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  ANO 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934' 

1.  By  revising  paragraph  (b)(1)  of 
§  240.14a-3  to  read  as  follows: 

§  240.14a-3  Information  to  be  furnished 
security  holders. 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(1)  The  report  shall  include,  for  the 
registrant  and  its  subsidiaries 
consolidated,  audited  balance  sheets  as 
of  the  end  of  each  of  the  two  most  recent 
fiscal  years  and  audited  statements  of 
income  and  changes  in  financial 
position  for  each  of  the  three  most 
recent  fiscal  years  prepared  in 
accordance  with  Regulation  S-X  (Part 
210  of  this  chapter),  except  that  the 
provisions  of  Article  3,  other  than 
§  210.3-06(e),  shall  not  apply  and  only 


substantial  compliance  with  Articles  6 
and  9  is  required.  Any  financial 
statement  schedules  or  exhibits  or 
separate  financial  statements  which 
may  otherwise  be  required  in  filings 
with  the  Commission  may  be  omitted. 
Investment  companies  registered  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
need  include  financial  statements  only 
for  the  last  fiscal  year  except  for 
statements  of  changes  in  net  assets 
which  are  to  be  filed  for  the  two  most 
recent  fiscal  years.  If  the  financial 
statements  of  the  registrant  and  its 
subsidiaries  consqlidated  in  the  annual 
report  filed  or  to  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  are  not  required  to  be 
audited,  the  financial  statements 
required  by  this  paragraph  may  be 
unaudited. 

2.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)(1)  of 
§  240.14C-3  to  read  as  follows: 

§  240. 1 4c-3  Annual  report  to  be  furnished 
security  holders. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  The  report  shall  include,  for  the 


registrant  and  its  subsidiaries 
consolidated,  audited  balance  sheets  as 
of  the  end  of  each  of  the  two  most  recent 
fiscal  years  and  audited  statements  of 
income  and  changes  in  financial 
position  for  each  of  the  three  most  ' 
recent  fiscal  years  prepared  in 
accordance  with  Regulation  S-X  (Part 
210  of  this  chapter),  except  that  the 
provisions  of  Article  3,  other  than 
§  210.3-06(e),  shall  not  apply  and  only 
substantial  compliance  with  Articles  6 
and  9  is  required.  Any  financial 
statement  schedules  or  exhibits  or 
separate  financial  statements  which 
may  otherwise  be  required  in  filings 
with  the  Commission  may  be  omitted. 
Investment  companies  registered  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
need  include  financial  statements  only 
for  the  last  fiscal  year  except  for 
statements  of  changes  in  net  assets 
which  are  to  be  filed  for  the  two  most 
recent  fiscal  years.  If  the  financial 
statements  of  the  registrant  and  its 
subsidiaries  consolidated  in  the  annual 
report  filed  or  to  be  filed  with  the 
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Commission  are  not  required  to  be 
audited,  the  financial  statements 
required  by  this  paragraph  may  be 
unaudited. 

*  *  "  *  *  « 

These  amendments  are  efiective  with 
respect  to  annual  periods  ending  after 
December  15, 1981.  Earlier  * 
implementation  is  encouraged  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Authority:  These  amendments  are  being 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  authority  in  Sections 
6. 7. 8. 10  and  19(a)  (15  U.S.C.  77f.  77g,  77h. 

77j,  77s(a))  of  the  ^curities  Act  of  1933  and 
Sections  12. 13, 15(d)  and  23(a)  (15  U.S.C.  78/. 
78m,  78o(d),  78w(a))  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Pursuant  to  Section  23(a)(2)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act,  the 
Commission  has  considered  the  impact 
of  these  proposals  on  competition  and  it 
is  not  aware  at  this  time  of  any  burden 
that  such  rule  amendments  would 
impose  on  competition. 

By  the  Commission. 

Geotge  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary, 

October  21, 1981. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Certification 

1,  John  S.  R.  Shad,  Chairman  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  hereby 
certify,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  605(b)  that  the 
amendments  to  revise  Articles  7, 7A  and  12 
contained  in  Securities  Act  Release  No.  33- 
6357,  “Revision  of  Financial  Statements 
Applicable  to  Insurance  Companies,”  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  upon  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
reason  for  this  certification  is  that  the  effects 
of  the  amendments  will  not  be  significant  for 
any  registrant  because  the  compliance 
bunlen  is  not  being  increased  s^  the 
required  information  is  generally  maintained 
by  the  afiected  companies  as  part  of  their 
present  accoimting  records. 

)ohn  S.  R.  Shad, 

Chaimwn. 

October  21, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31498  Filed  10-30-«;  S;45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  U1S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing— Federal  Housing 
Commissioner 

24  CFR  Part  241 

[Docket  No.  R-81-896] 

Suppiementary  Financing  for  Insured 
Project  Mortgages 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-30310,  appearing  on 
page  51383,  October  20, 1981  the  last 
line  of  the  authority  citation  to  §  241.65 
was  incorrect. 


The  authority  citation  should  have 
read: 

(Section  319,  Housing  and  Community 
Development  Amendments  of  1979, 12  U.S.C. 
1715Z-6:  93  Stat.  1119) 

BILUNG  CODE  150S-01-U 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
39  CFR  Part  111 

Establishent  of  Optional  Endorsement 
Line  In  the  Address  Block  or  Label 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-30842,  appearing  at 
page  52105,  in  the  issue  of  Monday, 
October  26, 1981,  make  the  following 
changes: 

1.  On  page  52106,  in  the  first  column 
.25  the  example  should  appear  as 
follows: 


********  5-t)(CjiT 

37401 

BOB  JONES 

PO  BOX  385 

CHATTANOOGA,  TN 

37401 

2.  On  page  52106,  in  the  second  « 

column,  paragraph  .31  should  appear  as 
follows: 

.31  Optional  Endorsement  Line 
Examples 

A.  FIRM  PACKAGES 

*,***, *.*.***FIRM  12345 

B.  CARRIER  ROUTE 
*•***■****'**  *CAR-RT-SORT*  *1,S20 

C.  5-DlGIT  PACKAGES 
******«**********5:.0t^l7-  12345 

D.  OPTIONAL  CITY  PACKAGES 
*****«******MIxeD  CTY  12345 

B.  3-DIGIT  PACKAGES 

************3-DIGIT  771 

Note:  A  unique  3-digit  ZIP  Code  is  defined 
as  any  3-digit  ZIP  Code  prefix  which  is 
assigned  exclusively  to  a  single  large  city 
with  the  last  two  digits  of  the  ZIP  Code 
identifying  a  delivery  area  within  the  city. 
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F .  SCF  PACKAGES 

.  ic*********sCF  750 

G.  OPTIONAL  SDC  PACKAGES 
************ALL  FOR  SDC 

H.  STATE  PACKAGES 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  81 

[A-5-FRL  1954-1] 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Air  Quality 
Planning^rposes;  Indiana 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 


****** ******ALL  FOR  STATE 


I.  MIXED  STATES  PACKAGES 
***********  MI XED  STATES 


J.  ^BMC  PACKAGES  tl't'ircel  Post  only,  see  Chapter  7) 
***********p».ic  Chicago  XL  608 


3.  On  page  52106,  in  the  second 
column,  in  paragraph  .32  A  the  example 
should  appear  as  follows; 


******  *******  t  ****  20045  , 
JQO  COMPANY,  INCORPOiJATED  j 
529  14TII  STREET,  NW,  SUITE  1399  ' 
WASHINGTON,  D.C.  20045  i 


4.  On  page  52106,  in  the  third  column, 
paragraph  .32  B.  the  example  should 
appear  as  follows: 


************* **********pxRM  20045 

)CLQ987NOV  81ZNJDMNVOEMRAS3712345tt 
.  JQD  COMPANY,  INCORPORATED 

529  14TH  STREET,  NW,  SUITE  1399 
WASHINGTON,  D.C.  20045 


5.  On  page  52106,  in  the  third  column, 
paragraph  .33  A.  the  example  should 
appear  as  follows: 


017  00  000  00  004157  GARCIA 

*************5-01^1^  20013 

J.  GARCIA 

PO  0OK  4.?1 

WASHINGTON,  D.C.  20013 


6.  On  page  52106,  in  the  third  column, 
paragraph  .33  B.  the  example  should 
appear  as  follows: 


ME  01  BIL  ******* ff-Ol&ir 

20013 

J.  GARCIA 

PO  BOX  289 

WASHINGTON,  D.C. 

20013 

7.  On  page  52106,  in  the  third  column, 
paragraph  .33  C.  the  example  should 
appear  as  follows: 


1  ******K*****S‘-Dl6-(r  20013 

9 

8  26*  439* 

1  J.  GARCIA  *B 

PO  BOX  289  8 

WASHINGTON,  D.C. 

•  20013 


SUMMARY:  EPA  is  taking  final 
rulemaking  action  in  redesignating 
portions  of  Wayne  County,  Indiana  firom 
nonattainment  of  the  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS)  to 
imclassified  for  total  suspended 
particulates  (TSP)  pursuant  to  section 
107  of  the  Clean  Ak  Act  (CAA),  as 
amended.  The  basis  for  this 
redesignation  is  that  the  monitors 
initially  used  to  designate  this  area  as 
nonattainment  of  the  NAAQS  for  TSP 
have  now  been  foimd  to  be  gathering 
imrepresentative  data  or  not  meeting 
proper  siting  criteria. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  final  rulemaking 
becomes  effective  on  December  2, 1981. 
ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  redesignation 
request,  public  comments  on  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  and  other 
materials  relating  to  this  rulemaking  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  following 
addresses.  (It  is  recommended  that  you 
telephone  the  contact  person  given 
below  before  visiting  ^e  Region  V 
Office). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  V,  Air  Programs  Branch,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  401 
M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460. 

The  Indiana  Air  Pollution  Control 
Division,  Indiana  State  Board  of 
Health,  1330  West  Michigan  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46206. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Susanne  Karachi  at  (312)  353-2211. 


BILUNG  CODE  ISOS-OI-N 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  July 
22, 1981,  EPA  proposed  to  redesignate 
Boston,  Center,  Wayne  and  Webster 
Townships  from  primary  nonattainment 
of  the  NAAQS  for  TSP  to  unclassified 
pursuant  to  Section  107  of  the  CAA  (46 
FR  37724).  A  detailed  discussion  of  Ae 
basis  of  EPA’s  action  can  be  found  in 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
the  Rationale  for  the  Wayne  County 
Redesignation  which  are  on  file  at  the 
addresses  listed  above. 

Two  comments  were  received  during 
the  public  comment  period,  both  of 
which  supported  EPA's  proposed  action. 
Accordingly,  EPA  is  redesignating 
Boston,  Center,  Wayne,  and  Webster 
Townships  from  primary  nonattainment 
to  unclassified,  llie  remainder  of  Wayne 
County  is  presently  designated  as 
attainment  and  will  remain  so 
designated. 

This  action  removes  the  requirement 
for  Indiana  to  develop  a  new  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  for  TSP  in 
Wayne  County  pursuant  to  Part  D  of  the 
CAA  and  removes  the  restrictions  on 
industrial  growth  pursuant  to  Section 
110(a)(2)(I)  of  the  CAA  for  TSP  in 
Wayne  County,  Indiana. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  I  hereby  certify  that  the  attached 
rule  will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  This  action  only  changes  the  air 
quality  designation  and  removes  some 
regulatory  requirements  mandated  by 
the  CAA. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291  (Order), 
EPA  must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
"major”  and,  Aerefore,  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  q  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  Today’s  action  does  not 
constitute  a  major  regulation  because  it 
only  changes  air  quality  designations 
and  removes  the  requirement  for  the 
development  of  a  nonattainment  SIP 
pursuant  to  Part  D  of  the  CAA.  This 
action  was  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  for 
review  as  required  by  the  Order. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  action  is 
available  only  by  the  filing  of  a  petition 
for  review  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  appropriate  circuit 
within  60  days  of  today.  Under  Section 
307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  the 
requirements  which  are  the  subject  of 
today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

This  Notice  of  Final  Rulemaking  is 
issued  imder  the  authority  of  Section  107 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 


Dated:  October  21, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

PART  81— DESIGNATION  OF  AREAS 
FOR  AIR  QUALITY  PLANNING 
PURPOSES 

Part  81  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

§  81.315  Indiana. 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

41  CFR  Ch.  18,  Part  6  and  Supplement 
3 

[Procurement  Regulation  Directive  81-7 
(dated  August  28, 1981)] 

Procurement  Regulation; 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

agency:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends  the 
NASA  Procurement  Regulation  (41  CFR 
Ch.  18).  It  reflects  amendments 
contained  in  Procurement  Regulation 
Directive  81-7  concerning  the  following 
areas: 

1.  Purchases  From  Certain  Communist 
Areas. 

2.  Contract  Property  Management. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  H.  Wilson,  Policy  Division  (Code 
HP-1),  Office  of  Procurement,  NASA 
Headquarters,  Wa^ington,  DC  20546, 
Telephone:  202-755-2237. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

1.  Part  6,  Subpart  4,  is  updated  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  contained  in 
Executive  Order  12183  dated  December 
16, 1979.  This  Executive  Order  revokes 
the  sanctions  against  making  purchases 
from  Rhodesia,  which  is  now 
Zimbabwe.  The  changes  made  in  this 
Procurement  Regulation  Directive  also 
bring  the  NASA  Procurement  Regulation 


Subpart  C— Section  107  Attainment 
Status  Designations 

1.  Section  81.315  is  amended  by 
revising  the  entry  for  Wayne  County 
under  the  TSP  colunrn  to  read  as 
follows: 


into  closer  alignment  with  the  Defense 
Acquisition  Regulation. 

2.  Supplement  3,  Subpart  1,  of  the 
NASA  procurement  Regulation  is 
revised  to  update  NASA’s  Contract 
Property  Management  Program,  and  to 
bring  this  Supplement  into  agreement 
with  Appendix  B.501  with  respect  to 
inventories. 

(42  U.S.C.  2473(c)(1)) 

Stuart ).  Evans, 

Director  of  Procurement. 

PART  6— FOREIGN  PURCHASES 

1.  In  Part  6,  Subpart  4  (6.401  through 
6.404)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  4— Purchases  From  Certain 
Communist  Areas 

6.401  General  Policy.  It  is  the 
general  policy  of  NASA  that  supplies 
which  originated  in,  were  located  in,  or 
were  transferred  from  or  through  the 
Communist  areas  of  North  Korea, 
Vietnam,  or  Cuba  (except  supplies 
which  have  been  lawfully  imported  into 
the  United  States,  its  possessions,  or 
Puerto  Rico),  shall  not  be  acquired  for 
public  use,  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  any  Subpart  of  this  Part  6, 
and  that  NASA  contractors  and 
subcontractors  shall  not  acquire  for  use 
in  the  performance  of  any  NASA 
contract  or  subcontract  thereimder  any 
supplies  or  services  originating  fit>m 
such  Communist  areas. 

6.402  Exceptions.  Supplies  fit)m  the 
Communist  areas  of  Noi^  Korea, 
Vietnam,  or  Cuba  may  be  acquired  only 


Indiana— TSP 


Designated  area 

Does  not 
meet  primary 
standards 

Does  not 
meet 

secondary 

standards 

Cannot  be 
classitied 

Better  than 
national 
standards 

Indiana  Counties: 

• 

Wayne  County: 

The  area  included  teithin  Boston,  Center,  Wayne,  . 
Webster  Townships. 

• 

- . . 

. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31649  Filed  18.80-81;  8:45  am) 
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in  unusual  situations;  for  example,  in  an 
emergency,  or  where  supplies  are  not 
available  from  any  other  source  and  a 
substitute  supply  is  not  acceptable.  For 
small  purchases  (as  defined  in  Part  3, 
Subpart  6),  the  contracting  officer  shall 
determine  that  there  is  a  need  for  an 
exception  in  accordance  vdth  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  6.403.  For  other 
than  small  purchases,  an  exception  must 
be  approved  by  the  Administrator  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  6.403. 

6.403  Procedures. 

(a)  When  it  is  proposed  to  procure 
supplies  originating  from  the  Communist 
areas  of  North  Korea.  Vietnam,  or  Cuba 
for  public  use  within  the  United  States 
(as  defined  in  6.001(c)),  or  when  a 
construction  contractor  proposes  to  use 
such  supplies  in  the  performance  of  a 
contract  for  construction  within  the 
United  States  (as  defined  in  6.201-4),  the 
following  procedures  shall  be  followed: 

(1)  If  the  proposed  procurement  of 
such  supplies  does  not  exceed  $10,000, 
the  contracting  officer  shall  make  a 
determination  of  nonavailability,  as 
authorized  in  6.103-2.  This 
determination  shall  include,  in  addition 
to  the  findings  required  in  6.103-2,  a 
finding  to  the  effect  that  there  is  no 
known  item  or  items  from  sources  other 
than  the  Communist  sources  which  can 
be  used  as  a  reasonable  substitute.  Such 
determination  shall  be  made  a  part  of 
the  contract  file. 

(2)  If  the  proposed  procurement  of 
such  supplies  exceeds  $10,000,  the 
contracting  officer  shall  prepare  a 
determination  of  nonavailability  for 
signature  by  the  Administrator.  The 
format  of  the  determination  set  forth  in 
6.103-2(c)  shall  be  used  and  such 
determination  shall  include,  as  an 
additional  finding,  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  there  is  no  known  item  or 
items  from  sources  other  than  the 
Communist  sources  which  can  be  used 
as  a  reasonable  substitute.  Such 
determination  shall  be  forwarded  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Office  of  Procurement, 
NASA  Headquarters  (Code  HS-1). 

(b)  When  it  is  proposed  to  procure 
supplies  originating  from  the  Communist 
areas  of  North  Korea.  Vietnam,  or  Cuba 
for  public  use  outside  the  United  States, 
or  when  a  construction  contractor 
proposes  to  use  such  supplies  in  the 
performance  of  a  contract  for 
construction  outside  the  United  States, 
the  following  procedures  shall  be 
followed: 

(1)  If  the  proposed  procurement  of 
such  supplies  does  not  exceed  $10,000, 
the  contracting  officer  shall  make  a 
written  finding  setting  forth  the  unusual 
situation,  such  as  an  emergency  or  the 
nonavailability  of  acceptable  substitute 


supplies  of  domestic  origin  or  from 
sources  other  than  the  Communist 
sources,  which  justifies  the  procurement. 
Such  finding  shall  be  made  a  part  of  the 
contract  file. 

(2)  If  the  proposed  procurement  of 
such  supplies  exceeds  $10,000,  the 
contracting  officer  shall  make  a  written 
finding,  as  described  in  (a)(2)  above. 

Such  findings  shall  be  forwarded,  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Office  of  Procurement 
NASA  Headquarters,  (Code  HS-l),  for 
approval  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
exception  authorizing  the  proposed 
procurement. 

6.404  Contract  Clause. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  (b)  below,  in 
contracts  for  supplies,  services,  or 
construction,  where  acceptance  is  to 
take  place  outside  the  United  States,  its 
possessions,  or  Puerto  Rico,  the 
following  clause  shall  be  included  in  the 
contract: 

Certain  Communist  Areas  (August  1981) 

(a)  Unless  written  approval  is  obtained 
from  the  Contracting  Officer,  the  Contractor 
shall  not  acquire  for  use  in  the  performance 
of  this  contract 

(i)  any  supplies  or  services  originating  fiom 
sources  within  the  Communist  areas  of  North 
Korea,  Vietnam,  or  Cuba; 

(ii)  any  supplies,  however  processed,  which 
are  or  were  located  in  or  transported  from  or 
through  North  Korea,  Vietnam,  or  Cuba. 

(b)  The  Contractor  agrees  to  insert  the 
provisions  of  this  clause,  including  this 
paragraph  (b),  in  all  subcontracts  hereunder. 

(b)  The  requirements  of  (a)  above  do 
not  apply  so  small  purchases  (see  Part  3, 
Subpart  6,  of  this  Regulation)  when  there 
is  other  reasonable  assurance  of 
compliance  with  the  policy  set  forth  in 
this  Subpart. 

2.  In  Supplement  3.  Subpart  1, 
paragraph  S3.100  and  Sl.lOl  are 
revised;  paragraphs  S3.102  through 

S3.103  are  redesignated  S3.105  tl^ugh 
S3.106;  and  paragraphs  S3.102,  S3.103 
and  S3.104  are  added.  Supplement  3, 
Subpart  1,  reads  as  follows: 

Supplement  No.  3 

Contract  Pmperty  Management 

Subpart  1— Introduction 

S3. 100  Scope  of  Supplement  This 
Supplement  describes  three  major 
elements  of  the  NASA  Contract  Property 
Management  Program.  It  provides 
guidance  to  NASA  installation 
personnel  responsible  for  NASA 
contract  property  (NASA  personal 
property  in  die  possession  of  contractors 
and  grantees).  It  applies  to  all  NASA 
installation  personnel  charged  with  such 
responsibility,  including  Industrial 
Property  Officers  cmd  Specialists, 
Property  Administrators,  and  Plant 
Clearance  Officers.  It  also  provides 


detailed  procedures  for  the  performance 
of  property  administration 

S3.101_,  General,  llie  NASA  Contract 
Property  Management  Program  includes 
the  following  major  elements: 

(a)  Performance  of  property 
administration  and  plant  clearance  by 
DOD  under  delegations  from  NASA, 
pursuant  to  NASA  PR  20.604(d). 

(b)  Performance  of  property 
administration  and  plant  clearance  by 
NASA  under  certain  situations,  pursuant 
to  NASA  PR  20.604(a). 

(c)  Maintenance  of  property 
administration  and  plant  clearance 
fimctional  oversight,  regardless  of 
delegations,  pursuant  to  NASA  PR 
20.619. 

53.102  Delegations  of  Property 
Administration  and  Plant  Clearance. 
When  delegated  to  DOD.  property 
administration  and  plant  clearance  is 
performed  in  accordance  with  DOD’s 
applicable  regidations  and  procedures, 
as  amended  by  the  NASA  Letter  of 
Contract  Administration  Delegation, 
Special  Instructions  on  Property 
Administration  and  Plant  Clearance. 
These  Special  Instructions  are 
developed  by  NASA  Headquarters,' 
Supply  and  Equipment  Management 
Division,  Code  BB--5,  and  are  available 
from  that  office  upon  request  NASA 
installations  shall  issue  the  Special 
Instructions  with  delegations  whenever 
Government  property  will  be  involved. 
Additional  or  more  tailored  property 
instructions  are  not  proscribed  but  must 
be  coordinated  with  Code  BE-5  before 
issuance. 

53.103  Retention  of  Property 
Administration  and  Plant  Clearance. 
NASA  may  occasionally  retain  the 
property  administration  and  plant 
clearance  function,  such  as  for  contract 
work  performed  on  the  installation 
awarding  the  contract  and  not  subject  to 
the  clause  in  NASA  PR  13.311.  In  these 
cases,  property  administration  will  be 
performed  in  accordance  with  Subparts 
2  through  7  of  this  Supplement;  plant 
clearance  will  be  performed  in 
accordance  wiUi  NASA  PR  Part  24. 
(Under  the  provisions  of  NASA  PR 
13.311,  property  administration  and 
plant  clearance  are  neither  delegated 
nor  retained;  they  are  simply  not 
required  because  the  property  is  treated 
as  installation  property  rather  than 
contract  property.) 

53. 104  Functional  Oversight  of 
Property  Administration  and  Plant 
Clearance.  NASA  contracting  officers 
retain  functional  management 
responsibility  for  their  contracts. 
Utilization  of  the  contract 
administration  services  of  another 
Government  agency  in  no  way  relieves 
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NASA  contracting  officers  of  their 
ultimate  responsibility  for  the  proper 
and  effective  management  of  contracts. 
The  functional  management 
responsibility  for  contract  property  is 
outlined  below.  Beyond  in^vidual 
contracting  officers,  each  NASA 
installation  has  designated  an  Industrial 
Property  Officer  to  manage  and 
coordinate  property  matters  among  the 
various  contracting  officers,  technical 
officials,  contractor  officials,  and 
delegated  property  administrators  and 
plant  cleareuice  officers.  Generally,  that 
individual  is  responsible  for  the  entire 
Contract  Property  Management  function 
outlined  below;  ffie  installation  is 
responsible  for  the  entire  function 
regardless  of  how  it  is  organized  and 
distributed.  The  responsibilities  are: 

(a)  Provide  a  focal  point  for  all 
contract  property  management  matters. 
This  iivcludes  Government  property 
(Government-furnished  and  contractor- 
acquired]  provided  to  universities  as 
well  as  to  industry,  and  to  grantees  as 

-  well  as  to  contractors. 

(b)  Provide  guidance  to  contracting, 
grant,  and  other  personnel  on  the  NASA 
PR  and  Grant  Handbook  property 
provisions. 

(c)  To  the  extent  feasible,  review 
property  provisions  of  procurement 
plans,  contracts,  and  modifications  for 
potential  problems.  Propose  changes  as 
necessary. 

(d)  To  the  extent  feasible,  participate 
in  pre-award  survey  s/post-award 
orientations  when  significant  amounts 
of  Government  property  will  be 
involved. 

(e)  Ensure  vesting  of  title 
determinations  are  made  and 
documented  pursuant  to  NASA  PR 
13.35(M(c). 

(f)  Maintain  effective  commimications 
with  delegated  property  administrators 
and  plant  clearance  officers  to  keep 
fully  informed  about  contractor 
performance  and  progress  on  any 
property  control  problems. 

(i)  Obtain  and  review  property  control 
system  survey  summaries  which 
disclose  any  unsatisfactory  conditions. 
Advise  Headquarters  Code  BE-6  of  any 
severe  or  continuing  problems. 

(ii)  Provide  property  administrators 
copies  of  all  pertinent  contract  property 
documentation. 

(g)  Work  with  the  Equipment 
Visibility  System  (EVS)  Coordinator  and 
contracting  officers  to  ensure  contractor 
reporting  to  and  screening  of  the  EVS. 

(i)  Monitor  contractor’s  performance 
in  submitting  OD  Form  14ig’s  before 
acquiring  Centrally  Reportable 
Equipment  (CRE)  and  in  submitting  DD 
Form  1342’s  after  receiving  CRE. 


(ii)  Ensure  an  annual  EVS  verification 
is  performed  in  accordance  with  NASA 
PR  appendix  B/C  306-l(c)  and  NHB 
4200.1,  paragraph  S.406b. 

(h)  Review  and  analyze  NASA  Form 
1018’s,  Reports  of  Government-Owned/ 
Contractor-Held  Property. 

(i)  Ensure  an  annual  comparison  of 
1018’s  with  EVS  is  made  in  accordance  - 
with  NHB  4200.1,  paragraph  5.406c  to 
detect  possible  over/under  reporting  to 
EVS  and  possible  failure  to  screen  EVS. 

(ii)  Check  new  disparities  disclosed 
by  (i)  with  the  appropriate  property 
administrator  and  document  the  results. 

(i)  Negotiate,  or  ensure  the  negotiation 
of,  FaciUties  Contracts  when  required  by 
NASA  PR  13.202-2.  Advise 
Headquarters  Code  BE-5  annually  of 
new  and  completed  Facilities  Contracts. 

(j)  Review  property  administrator’s 
approvals  of  relief  of  responsibility  for 
lost,  damaged,  and  destroyed  property 
and  question  any  excessive  or  repetitive 
approvals. 

(k)  Make  recommendations  to  source 
evaluation  boards  and  performance 
evaluation  boards  regarding  property 
management,  when  appropriate.  Also 
make  recommendations  on  award  fee 
criteria  and  evaluation  regarding 
property  management,  when 
appropriate. 

(l)  Monitor  plant  clearance  status  to 
preclude  delays  in  contract  closeout. 

(m)  Maintain  contract  property  files 
for  transactions  and  correspondence 
associated  with  each  contract/granL 
Upon  receipt  of  DD  Form  1636, 

Inventory  Disposal  Report,  and  DD  Form 
1593,  Contract  Administration 
Completion  Record,  or  equivalents, 
merge  all  property  records  for  the 
contracts/grant  and  forward  for 
inclusion  with  the  official  completed  file. 

(n)  Perform  on-site  property 
administration  and  plant  clearance 
when  not  delegated  to  DOD  and  the 
property  is  not  subject  to  the  clause  in 
NASA  PR  13.311.  (The  remainder  of  this 
supplement  provides  detailed  guidance 
on  such  property  administration). 

S3. 105  Definitions.  As  used  in  this 
Supplement,  the  following  terms  have 
the  meanings  stated  below: 

53. 105- 1  Category  means  a  major 
segment  of  a  contractor’s  property 
control  system  [e.g.,  acquisition, 
receiving,  records,  storage  eind 
movement,  consumption,  utilization, 
maintenance,  physical  inventories, 
subcontractor  control,  and  disposition). 

53.105- 2  Characteristic  means  a 
segment  of  a  functional  areq.  subject  to 
analysis  or  review.  Characteristics  are 
classified  as  Class  I,  which  is  subject  to 
statistical  sampling,  and  Class  n,  which 
is  subject  to  judgment  or  observation 
techniques. 


53.105- 3  Lot  means  an  aggregation 
of  documents,  records,  articles,  or 
actions  selected  for  review  due  to 
common  characteristics.  For  evaluation 
of  the  lot  all  ch£u:acteristics  for  which  a 
lot  is  tested  must  be  common  to  all  units 
within  the  lot. 

53.105- ^  Supporting  Responsibility 
relates  to  the  assignment  of  a 
subcontract,  or  a  portion  of  a  prime 
contract  being  performed  at  a  secondary 
location  of  the  prime  contractor,  to  a 
property  administrator  other  than  the 
individual  assigned  to  the  prime 
location. 

53.105- 5  Property  Control  System 
identifies  a  contractor’s  internal 
management  program  encompassing  the 
protection,  preservation,  accounting  for 
and  control  of  property  finm  its 
acquisition  through  disposition. 

53.105- 6  Responsibilities  of  Property 
Administrators. 

(a)  The  property  administrator  shall 
evaluate  the  contractor’s  management 
and  control  of  Government  property  and 
ascertain  whether  the  contractor  is 
effectively  complying  with  the  contract 
and  NASA  Procurement  Regulation 
provisions.  These  responsibilities 
include: 

(i)  developing  and  applying  a  system 
survey  program  for  each  contractor 
under  Ids  cognizance; 

(ii)  evaluating  the  contractor’s 
property  control  system  and  approving 
or  recommending  disapproval  of  the 
system; 

(iii)  advising  the  contracting  officer  of 
the  contractor’s  noncompliance  with 
approved  procedures  and  other 
significant  problem  areas  which  he 
cannot  resolve  whether  this  information 
is  obtained  through  a  formal  system 
survey  or  through  other  means  and 
recommending  appropriate  action, 
which  may  include  disapproval; 

(iv)  resolution  of  property 
administration  matters  as  necessary 
with  the  contractor’s  management, 
personnel  from  Government 
procurement  and  logistics  actvities,  and 
representatives  of  the  NBAS  Office  of 
the  Inspector  General,  Defense  Contract 
Audit  Agency  (DCAA)  and  of  other 
Government  agencies;  and 

(v)  recognition  of  the  functions  of 
other  Government  personnel  having 
cognizance  of  Government  property,  and 
obtaining  their  assistance  when 
required.  (These  functions  include,  but 
are  not  limited  to,  contract  audit,  quality 
assurance,  engineering,  pricing,  and 
other  technical  areas.  Assistance  and 
advice  on  matters  involving  analyses  of 
the  contractor’s  books  and  accounting 
records  and  on  any  other  audit  matters 
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deemed  appropriate  shall  be  obtained 
from  the  cognizant  auditor.) 

(b)  Property  administrators’  (or  other 
Government  industrial  property 
personnel)  participation  in  pre-award 
surveys/post-award  orientations  is 
required  whenever  signiHcant  amounts 
of  Government  property  will  be  involved 
in  order  to  reveal  and  resolve  property 
management  problems  early  in  the 
procurement  cycle. 

[FR  Doc.  81-3161S  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7S10-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6077 
[OR-20236-C] 

Oregon;  Partial  Revocation  of  Public 
Water  Reserve  No.  91 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Public  Land  Order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  order  in  part  as  to  309  acres  of 
land  withdrawn  as  a  public  water 
reserve.  This  action  will  restore  200 
acres  to  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws  generally,  including  the  mining 
laws.  Eighty  acres  will  be  restored  to 
national  forest  status  and  29  acres  * 
remain  withdrawn  for  the  John  Day  Dam 
Project 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  28, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office,  503-231-6905. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  virtue 
of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  Section  204  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714, 
it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  June  13, 
1925,  which  withdrew  certain  lands  for 
public  water  reserve  purposes,  is  hereby 
revoked  insofar  as  it  affects  the 
following  described  lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 
Public  Water  Reserve  No.  91 
T.  3  N..  R.  21 E.. 

Sec.  10,  lot  3. 

T.  6  S.,  R.  18  E., 

Sec.  25,  NEy4NEy4. 

T.  17  S..  R.  22  E.. 

Sec.  30,  WViEVi. 

Winema  Nation  Forest 
T.  27  S.,  R.  9  E.. 

Sec.  13.  SEy4NWy4: 

Sec.  14,  SEy4NWy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  309  acres  in 
Crook.  Klamath,  Wasco,  and  Gilliam 
Counties. 


2.  The  land  in  T.  3  N.,  R.  21  E.,  is 
withdrawn  for  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  John  Day  Dam  Project  by 
Public  Land  Order  No.  3871  of 
November  22, 1965,  and  remains 
segregated  from  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  including  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws,  but 
not  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  November  28, 1981, 
the  lands  in  T.  27  S.,  R.  9  E.,  will  be  open 
to  such  forms  of  disposition  as  may  by 
law  be  made  of  national  forest  lands. 

4.  At  10  a.m.  on  November  28, 1981, 
the  lands  described  in  paragraph  1, 
except  as  provided  in  paragraphs  2  and 
3,  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  November  28, 1981,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

5.  At  10  a.m.  on  November  28, 1981, 
the  lands  described  in  paragraph  1, 
except  as  provided  in  paragraphs  2  and 
3,  will  be  open  to  nonmetaUiferous 
mineral  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws.  The  lands  have  been  and 
continue  to  be  open  to  metalliferous 
mineral  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws  and  to  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Gamy  E.  Camithers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  23, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31749  Filed  lO-SCHtl;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6080 

[OR-19032] 

Oregon;  Powersite  Restoration  No. 
695;  Partial  Revocation  of  Powersite 
Reserve  No.  66 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  Land  Order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  reveres  an 
Executive  order  in  part  as  to  951.10 
acres  of  lands  withdrawn  for  a 
powersite  reserve.  This  action  will 
restore  the  public  lands  involved  to 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws 
generally. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  28, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office,  503-231-6905. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  virtue 
of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  Section  204  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714, 
and  pursuant  to  the  determination  by 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  in  DA-545-Oregon,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  July  2, 1910, 
which  created  Powersite  Reserve  No.  66 
is  hereby  revoked  insofar  as  it  affects 
the  following  described  lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 
Powersite  Reserve  No.  66 
T.  5  S..  R.  13  E., 

Sec.  12.  SEy4NWy4: 

Sec.  13,  NEy4SWy4. 

T.  6  S..  R.  13  E., 

Sec.  1.  NEy4SWy4. 

T.  9  S.,  R.  13  E.. 

Sec.  12,  E^SEy4; 

Sec.  13.  SWy4NWy4; 

Sec.  14.  SEy4NEy4; 

Sec.  15.  SWy4NEy4  and  NWy4SWy4: 

Sec.  16,  SEy4SWy4  and  SVIVtSEV*-, 

Sec.  21.  NEy4NWy4NWy4  and 
WV4NWy4NWy4; 

Sec.  29,  SWy4NWy4; 

Sec.  30,  NWy4SEy4. 

T.  4  S.,  R.  14  E.. 

Sec.  9,  SWy4NEy4; 

Sec.  29,  SEy4NEV4  and  SEV4SEy4; 

Sec.  33,  NEy4SWy4. 

T.  6  S..  R.  14  E., 

Sec.  6.  lot  12  and  WV4SEy4. 

T.  8  S.,  R.  14  E., 

Sec.  21.  SEy4NEy4. 

T.  9  S.,  R.  14  E., 

Sec.  7.  lot  4  and  SEy4NW  y4. 

The  area  described  aggregates  951.10  acres 
in  Wasco,  Sherman,  and  Jefferson  Counties. 

2.  The  State  of  Oregon  has  waived  its 
preference  right  for  highway  rights-of- 
way  or  material  sites  as  provided  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act  of  June  10, 1920, 16 

U. S.C.  8ia 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  November  28, 1981, 
the  public  lands  shall  be  open  to 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws 
generally,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on 
November  28, 1981,  shall  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  time. 
Those  received  thereafter  shall  be 
considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

4.  The  lands  have  been  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  and  to  location 
under  die  United  States  mining  laws 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
August  11, 1955.  (69  Stat.  682;  30  U.S.C. 
621). 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Gamy  E.  Cairotfaers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  23. 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-^1752  Filed  10-30-61: 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4310-84-H 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6076 

[OR-19019] 

Oregon;  Powerslte  Restoration  No. 

726;  Partial  Revocation  of  Indian 
Powereite  Reserve  No.  1 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Public  Land  Order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  a 
Secretarial  order  in  part  as  to  30  acres  of 
land  withdrawn  for  a  powersite  reserve. 
The  lands  involved  in  this  action  are 
privately  owned. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office,  503-231-6905. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  virtue 
of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  Section  204  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751, 43  U.S.C.  1714, 
and  pursuant  to  the  determination  by 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  in  DA-560-Oregon,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Secretarial  Order  of  August  17, 
1910,  which  created  Indian  Powersite 
Reserve  No.  1,  is  hereby  revoked  insofar 
as  it  affects  the  following  described 
lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 
Indian  Powersite  Reserve  No.  1 

T.  10  S..  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  9,  of  lot  14,  SV^  of  lot  15, 
and  SV&  of  lot  16. 

The  area  described  contains  30  acres  in 
Lincoln  County. 

2.  The  lands  described  above  have 
been  conveyed  bom  United  States 
ownership  and  will  not  be  restored  to 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
incFuding  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

Gamy  E.  Cairutbera, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  23, 1981. 

[FR  Doc  81-31748  FiM  10-36-61:  8:45  un| 

BILLINQ  CODE  43t0-e4-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6079 

[OR  20412] 

Oregon;  Revocation  of  Stock  Driveway 
Withdrawal 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Public  Land  Order.  _ 

summary:  This  order  revokes  a 
Secretarial  Order  which  withdrew 
688.87  acres  of  land  for  use  as  a  stock 
driveway.  The  land  will  not  be  restored 
to  operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  laws,  because  it 
remains  withdrawn  for  the  Hart 
Mountain  National  Antelope  Refuge. 
EFFECnvE  date:  November  28, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office,  503-231-6905. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  virtue 
of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  Section  204  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  90  StaL  2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714, 
it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Secretarial  Order  of  M£irch  19, 
1930,  which  withdrew  the  following 
described  public  land  for  a  stock 
driveway  is  hereby  revoked: 

Willamette  Meridian 
T.  35  S.,  R.  26  E.. 

Sec.  6,  Lots  1, 2, 3,  and  4,  SV4NEW, 
SEy4NWW,  EWSWy4,  and  SEW; 

Sec.  7,  NWNEW; 

Sec.  8,  WWNWy4. 

The  area  described  contains  668.87  acres  in 
Lake  County,  Oregon. 

2.  The  above  described  land  is 
withdrawn  for  the  Hart  Mountain 
National  Antelope  Refuge  and  remains 
segregated  from  operation  of  the  pubbc 
land  laws,  including  the  United  States 
mining  laws. 

Inquiries  concemmg  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Garrey  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  23, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31751  Filed  10-30-61: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-S4-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6078 

[OR-19585  (WASH)] 

Washington;  Powersite  Restoration 
No.  657;  Partial  Revocation  of 
Powersite  Reserve  Na  152 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Interior. 


action:  Public  Land  Order. 


summary:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  order  in  part  as  to  264.06 
acres  of  lands  withdrawn  for  a 
powersite  reserve.  Hie  lands  remain 
withdrawn  for  the  Spokane  Indian 
Reservation. 

EFFEcnvE  date:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Oregon  State 
Office,  503-231-6905. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  virtue 
of  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  Section  204  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  90  StaL  2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714. 
and  pursuant  to  the  determination  by 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  in  DA-209-Washington.  it 
is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Hie  Executive  Order  of  October  4, 
1910,  which  created  Powersite  Reserve 
No.  152  is  hereby  revoked  insofar  as  it 
afreets  the  following  described  land: 

WUlamette  Meridian 
Powersite  Reserve  No.  152 
T.  27  N.,  R.  37  E., 

Sec.  13.  lot  1; 

Sec.  14,  lots  3(A],  6(A),  7(A],  and  9; 

Sec.  24,  lots  2(A).  3(A).  4(A),  7(A),  and  8(A); 
Sec.  25,  lots  5(A),  8(A).  and  NEV4NEW(A). 

T.  27  N.,  R.  38  E.. 

Sec.  13,  lots  2(A]  and  3(A); 

Sec.  14,  lots  5(A)  and  9; 

Sec.  15,  lot  3; 

Sec.  22,  lots  8(A),  9(A),  13,  and  14; 

Sec.  24,  lots  5(A)  and  6(A); 

Sec.  27,  lots  5(A).  6(A),  and  7(A); 

Sec.  28,  lot  9; 

Sec.  30,  lots  4(A),  6(A),  and  7; 

Sec.  31,  lots  10(A),  14(A),  and  15; 

Sea  32,  lots  18(A),  19,  and  21; 

Sea  33,  lot  7. 

T.  27  N..  R.  39  E., 

Sec.  19,  lots  8(A),  9(A).  10(A),  11(A).  and 
12(A). 

The  area  described  aggregates  264.06  acres 
in  Stevens  County. 

2.  The  lands  described  above  are 
included  in  the  Spokane  Indian  . 
Reservation  and  are  not  open  to 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

Gamy  E.  Canutbars, 

Assistait  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  23, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  m-aiTSS  FlbdlO-IS-Bl:  8:45  aa) 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44CFRPart10 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-QEN-10] 

Environmental  Considerations 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  amends  FEMA’s 
regulations  implementing  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of 
1969  (44  CFR  Part  10)  by  categorically 
excluding  certain  actions  taken  under 
the  authority  of  section  404  of  the 
Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
288)  to  provide  temporary  housing  to 
individual  disaster  victims. 
date:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  Scheibel,  Assistant  General 
Counsel.  FEMA,  Washington,  D.C.  20472 
(Telephone;  202-287-0380). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  July 
13, 1981  (46  FR  35943),  a  proposed  nile 
was  published  on  this  subject  in  the 
Federal  Register.  FEMA  determined  in 
the  proposed  rule  that  temporary 
housing  in  mobile  homes,  travel  trailers, 
or  other  readily  fabricated  dwellings 
(except  those  placed  on  group  sites)  has 
no  significant  impact  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment,  and  should  be 
categorically  excluded  from  the 
requirements  of  44  CFR  Part  10. 

This  rule  implements  NEPA  in  the 
administration  of  section  404  of  the 
Disaster  Relief  Act.  It  amends  44  CFR 
10.8  by: 

— adding  certain  temporary  housing 
actions  to  the  list  of  categorical 
exclusions; 

— subsuming  other  temporary  housing 
actions  which  were  already  excluded  in 
(J),  (K),  and  (L)  of  the  current  regulation 
(namely  existing  resources,  minimal 
repairs,  and  mortg''ge  and  rental 
assistance)  into  an  expanded  (J);  and 

— renumbering  the  crisis  counseling 
exclusion  from  (M)  to  (K). 

FEMA  is  taking  this  action  because  of 
the  emergency  nature  of  providing 
temporary  housing,  and  because  of  the 
administrative  burden  and  time  del'tys 
which  would  result  fi'om  reviewing  eav:h 
proposed  temporary  housing  action.  It  is 
important  to  remember  that  temporary 
housing  in  mobile  homes,  travel  trailers, 
or  other  readily  fabricated  dwellings  is  a 
last  resort,  and  it  occurs  only  when 
existing  resources  (such  as  private 
rental  units  or  limited  home  repairs)  are 
insufficient  to  house  all  eligible 
applicants.  In  Fiscal  Year  1980,  only  10% 
of  temporary  housing  eligibles  had  to  be 


housed  in  mobile  homes.  It  would  be 
undesirable  to  impose  an  uimecessary 
burden  on  this  group  of  temporary 
housing  applicants  when  the 
contemplated  action  has  no  significant 
impact  on  the  environment. 

Within  the  past  two  years,  86%  of 
families  who  were  housed  in  mobile 
homes  had  the  unit  placed  on  a  site 
either  near  their  existing  damaged 
dwelling  (“a  private  site”  as  defined  in 
the  Temporary  Housing  Assistance 
regulations  at  44  CFR  205.45(f)(1))  with 
utilities  and  other  required 
improvements  already  in  place  (46%). 
Neither  of  these  actions  has  a  significant 
further  impact  on  the  quality  of  Ae 
human  environment. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  rule,  a  group 
site  is  one  which  accommodates  25  or 
more  mobile  homes,  travel  trailers,  or 
other  readily  fabricated  dwellings. 
However,  when  a  group  site  is  proposed 
to  be  developed  with  Federal  funds  and 
units  are  proposed  to  be  placed  on  such 
a  site  in  a  base  floodplain,  wetland  or 
other  recognized  high  hazard  area. 
Federally-funded  site  development  and 
the  placement  of  more  than  one  unit  on 
a  site  will  be  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  44  CFR  Part  10;  but  a  private  site  with 
more  than  one  unit  never  constitutes  a 
group. 

The  agency  invited  comment,  until 
September  15, 1981,  on  the  proposal. 

Two  public  comments  were  received: 
one  ^m  the  State  of  West  Virginia,  and 
one  from  the  State  of  Arizona.  The 
comments  have  been  treated  as  follows: 

Both  States  supported  the  proposed 
rule,  and  agreed  with  the  determination 
that  most  temporary  housing  has  no 
impact  on  the  environment.  One  of  the 
commenters  stated  the  hope  that  group 
temporary  housing  sites  would  not  be 
automatically  excluded  from 
consideration  simply  because  an 
environmental  review  would  have  to  be 
conducted  (i.e.,  for  those  group  parks 
proposed  to  be  in  a  floodplain).  While 
FEI^  intends  to  concentrate  on  placing 
required  group  sites  outside  the 
floodplain,  nothing  in  the  final  rule 
prohibits  a  group  site  in  a  floodplain  if  a 
proper  enviroiunental  review  under 
NEPA  (44  CFR  Part  10)  and  a  floodplain 
management  review  under  44  CFR  Part  9 
are  accomplished.  Another  commenter 
noted  that  peurks  are  constructed 
according  to  ciurent  health  and  safety 
standards,  often  resulting  in  an 
improvement  over  the  pre-disaster 
situation,  and  that  the  rule  reduces  the 
paperworic  and  procedures  required  to 
deliver  temporary  housing  services.  No 
changes  to  the  rule  were  required  as  a 
result  of  these  comments. 

Dming  FEMA’s  internal  review  of  the 
proposed  rule,  an  ambiguity  between  the 


concept  stated  in  the  preeunble  and  the 
language  of  the  rule  itself  was  brought  to 
our  attention.  It  was  intended  that  site 
development  and  placement  of  two  or 
more  units  on  a  group  site  in  a 
floodplain  be  reviewed  according  to 
NEPA  and  44  CFR  Part  10.  However,  as 
written,  the  proposed  rule  would  have 
required  an  environmental  review  for 
installation  of  multiple  units  required  by 
a  large  family  on  a  private  site.  This  was 
not  intended.  Therefore,  44  CFR 
10.8(c)(2)(vii)(J)  has  been  clarified. 

Because  this  rule  implements  NEPA, 
an  environmental  assessment  will  not 
be  prepared.  The  rule  is  procedural' in 
nature,  and  has  no  effect  on  the 
economy;  therefore,  it  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  and  no  regulatory  impact  analysis 
will  be  prepared.  The  rule  does  not 
affect  small  entities  since  jt  applies  only 
to  Federal  temporary  housing  actions 
even  though  they  may  be  State- 
administered  in  certain  cases.  Therefore, 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  under 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  will  not 
be  required. 

AuAority  for  issuing  the  regulation  is 
fi'om  the  National  Enviroiunental  Policy 
Act,  42  U.S.C.  4321;  Executive  Order 
11514,  as  amended  by  E.0. 11991; 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978; 
Executive  Order  12148;  and  section  601 
of  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974.  The 
rule  changes  the  current  rule  published 
at  44  CFR  Part  10  (45  FR  41141;  June  18, 
1980)  as  amended  at  46  FR  2049  on 
January  8, 1981. 

PART  10— CRITERIA  AND 
PROCEDURES  FOR  DETERMINING 
ELIGIBILITY  FOR  ACCESS  TO 
RESTRICTED  DATA  OR  NATIONAL 
SECURITY  INFORMATION 

Accordingly,  paragraph  (c)(2)(vii)  in 
44  CFR  Part  10  is  amended  by  revising 
subparagraph  (J),  removing  (K)  and  (L), 
and  redesignating  (M)  as  (K),  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  10.8  Determination  of  requirement  for 
environmental  review. 

*  *  *  *  « 

(c)  Categorical  exclusions. 

(2)  *  *  * 

(vii)  *  *  ‘ 

(J)  Temporary  housing,  except  for 
Federally-funded  development  of  or 
placement  of  mobile  homes,  travel 
trailers,  or  other  readily  fabricated 
dwellings  on  group  sites.  A  group  site 
consists  of  25  or  more  units,  unless 
located  in  a  base  floodplain,  wetland,  or 
other  recognized  high  hazard  area,  in 
which  case  more  than  one  unit  on  a  site 
constitutes  a  group.  A  group  site  does 
not  include  more  ihan  one  unit  on  a 
private  site  (sec.  404);  and 
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(K)  Crisis  counseling  assistance  and 
training  (sec.  413). 

Dated;  October  19, 1981. 

L.  O.  Giuffrida, 

Director,  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

[FR  Doc.  81-3170g  Filed  lO-SO-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  e71S-01-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA>5e09] 

Letter  of  M14}  Amendment  for  City  of 
AbUene,  Tex,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

AOENCV:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMANY:  The  Federcd  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard 'Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Abilene,  Texas.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Abilene,  Texas,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P£.,  Director, 
Engineering  Division,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20470,  (202)  287-0279. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  Hnancial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  the  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 


(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bediesda,. 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 485450  Panel  0020B. 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66097,  indicates  that  Lots  5  and  6,  Block 
G,  Quail  Park,  Section  2,  Abilene.  Texas, 
as  recorded  in  File  No.  10374,  in  the 
office  of  the  Cleric,  Taylor  County, 

Texas,  are  within  the  Special  Flood 

Map  No.  H  &  1 485450  Panel  0(^B  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  lots  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
August  23, 1979.  These  lots  are  in 
Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  niimber  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  upated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17604,  November  28. 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C  4001-4128;  Executive  Oder  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Ass^ate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  D.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  arid  Support 

(FR  Doc.  81-31871  Filed  10-38-81;  a4S  am] 

BUUNG  CODE  «71t-034l 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5712] 

Latter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Borough 
of  Bloomhigdaie,  NJ.,  Under  National 
Rood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  Borough 
of  Bloomingdale,  New  Jersey.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 


Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support  after  acquiring  additiontd  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Borough  of  Bloomingdale.  New 
Jersey,  that  certain  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  si^ject  property  is  not  within 
the  ^ledal  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federtd  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  ChappeU,  P.E.  Chiefi 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  ProgTFuns  and  Supimrt,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insmrance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Rione:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  and  1 34524^3,  Panel 
03,  published  on  Octob^  6, 1980  in  45  FR 
66019  indicates  that  the  property  known 
and  designated  as  Unit  No.  34  in  “Glen 
Wild  Lake-A  Condominium**,  as 
recorded  in  the  Deed,  Book  A102,  Pages 
432  and  433,  in  the  Office  of  the  Register 
'  of  Passaic  Coimty,  New  Jersey,  is  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 345248B,  Panel 
03,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
existing  structure  on  the  above- 
mentioned  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flo^  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
Jiily  9, 1976.  This  structure  is  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C 
605(b).  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director.  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 


54348  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  211  /  Monday,  November  2.  1981  /  Rules  >  and  Regulations 


substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001^128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued;  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31680  FUed  10-30.81;  S^IS  am) 

BiLUNQ  CODE  671»-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  Na  FEMA-5712] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Borough 
of  Bloomingdale,  New  Jersey  Under 
National  Flood  Insurance  Pr^ram 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  Borough 
of  Bloomingdale,  New  Jersey.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director.  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Borough  of  Bloomingdale,  New 
Jersey,  that  certain  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Hood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  pruchase  flood  . 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  Federal 
Emergency  Maneigement  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purdiase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 


assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  liie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  fi'om  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  I^ogram 
(NFIP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034, 1%one:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  and  1 345284B,  Panel 
03,  published  on  October  6, 1980  in  45  FR 
66027  indicates  that  a  portion  of  the 
property  of  150  Pine  Tree  Road,  also 
known  as  Lot  47,  Block  45  as  shown  on 
the  Tax  Map  of  Bloomingdale,  and  also 
described  as  Unit  No.  19  in  “Glen  Wild 
Lake-A  Condominium",  as  recorded  in 
Deed  Book  RlOl,  Pages  288  through  290, 
in  the  Passaic  County  Register’s  Office, 
Paterson,  New  Jersey,  is  located  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 345284B,  Panel 
03,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above-mentioned  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  July  9, 1976.  This  property 
is  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tUs  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulation^  on  participating 
>  communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4126;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Program  and  Support 

(FR  Doc.  81-31679  Filed  10-30-61;  8:4^  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  671*-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Brentwood,  Tennessee  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
conununities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Brentwood,  Tennessee.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Brentwood,  Tennessee, 
that  certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Heizard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.  Chief. 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472.  (202)  287-0270. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  fi'om  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFBP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  and  1 470205,  Panel 
0005B,  published  on  October  6, 1980  in 
45  FR  66071  indicates  that  Lot  69. 
Brentwood  South  Limited,  Brentwood, 
Tennessee,  as  recorded  in  the  Plat,  Plat 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  211  /  Monday,  November  2,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regiilations  54349 


Book  4,  Page  97,  in  the  Office  of  the 
Register  of  Williamson  County, 
Tennessee,  is  located  within  ^e  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 470205,  Panel 
0005B,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  above-mentioned  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identihed  on  Jime  5, 1981.  This  lot  is  in 
Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b],  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insiuance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1966),  efiective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Program  and  Support. 

|FR  Doc.  81-S1684  Filed  10-30-61;  8:45  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Carbon 
County,  Utah,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifyiilg  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
Carbon  County,  Utah.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  Carbon  County,  Utah,  that  certain 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 


the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
die  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federtdly-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
firom  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  vith  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 490032  Panel  0475B 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66114,  indicates  that  Lots  34, 35,  53 
through  55,  61  through  63, 79,  82  through 
85,  93, 94,  98,  and  99  Proposed  Riverside 
Mobile  Home  Subdivision,  Wellington, 
Utah,  being  portions  of  Assessor’s 
Parcel  Nos.  lB-289-1,  and  lB-290,  as 
recorded  in  Book  38,  Page  249  of  Plats,  in 
the  Office  of  the  Assessor,  Carbon 
County,  Utah,  are  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 490032  Panel  0475B  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  lots  £u:e  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
November  15, 1979.  These  lots  are  in 
Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority,  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency  , 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tUs  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  lureas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 


regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  22, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Ihomas, 

Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support. 

[FR  Doc.  61-31685  Piled  10-30-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNa  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5939] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the 
Town  of  Carlisle,  Mass.,  Under 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency- 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  Town 
of  Carlisle,  Massachusetts.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Town  of  Carlisle,  Massachusetts 
that  certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazai^  Area. 

This  map  amendmenL  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hpuiard  /^ea,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Loced  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purdiase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally  related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 


I 
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obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
^0  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Ibe  premium  refund  may  be 
obtain^  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  ifdio  sold  die  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFEP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  Map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  &  I  '250187,  Panel 
0005B,  published  on  November  3, 1980  in 
45  FR  72660  indicates  that  portions  of 
Lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  Common  Land  “A"  of 
the  property  of  Riverlofl  Trust,  located 
in  Carlisle,  Massachusetts,  as  recorded 
in  Deed  Book  2325,  Pages  552  through 
556  in  the  Office  of  Middlesex  North 
District  Registry  of  Deeds,  Middlesex 
County,  Massachusetts,  are  located  with 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  &  1 250187,  Panel 
0005B,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  existing  structure  located  on  Lot  2  of 
the  above-mentioned  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  October  15, 1980.  The 
structure  is  in  Zone  C.  Also,  the  portions 
of  Lots  1, 3, 4  and  Common  Land  *‘A” 
that  are  at  or  above  120  feet  National 
Geodetic  Vertical  Datum  (NGVD),  as 
shown  on  the  Sketch  Plan  of  Land  in  ~ 
Carilsle,  Massachusetts,  verified  by 
Roger  hi  Corbin,  Registered  Land 
Surveyor  and  dated  April  7, 1981,  are 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  The  portions  of  Lots  1, 3, 4  and 
Common  Lmd  "A”  that  are  between  120 
feet  (NGVD)  and  122.4  feet  (NGVD)  are 
in  Zone  B.  Ibose  portions  that  are  above 
122.4  feet  (NGVD)  are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1068),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  10367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 


Issued:  October  20, 1081. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Ofjpce  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

PK  Doc.  81-31676  Filed  10-30-61;  8:46  am] 

SIUJNQ  CODE  S71S-03-M 


44CFRPart70 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-S906] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  CHy  of 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

AQENCV:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Chattanooga,  Tennessee.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Siqiport 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Chattanooga,  Tennessee, 
that  certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  HazaM  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  ChappeU,  PJS.  Chiet 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-027a 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  8 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally  related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tbe  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-4620. 


The  map^amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  $  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 470072,  Panel  0006A, 
published  on  October  7, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66458,  indicates  that  Lots  1  through  28  of 
the  proposed  site  of  Crescent  Club 
Estates,  as  recorded  in  Deed  Book  2503, 
Page  216  in  the  Office  of  tiie  Clerk, 
Hamilton  County,  Tennessee  are  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 470072,  Panel  0006A  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  Lots  3 
throu^  6,  and  19  through  28  of  the 
above-mentioned  property  are  not 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard 
identified  on  September  3, 1980.  These 
lots  are  in  Ziones  B  and  C.  Also,  those 
portions  of  Lots  1, 2,  and  7  through  18  of 
the  above-mentioned  property  that  are 
at  or  above  662  feet  National  Geodetic 
Vertical  Datum  (NGVD),  are  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Haza^  Area 
identified  on  September  3, 1980.  These 
portions  are  in  Zones  B  and  C 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federd  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  aiul 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Directop,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

(FR  Doc.  61-31685  FOmI  10-30-61;  8:46  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  SFia-OS-M  , 


44CFRPart70 

[Docket  Na  FEMA-59521 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Clallam 
County,  WaalL,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 
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summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
Clallam  County,  Washington.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support,  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
infonnation  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  insurance  Rate  Map 
for  Clallam  County,  Washington,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Haza^  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  I^ogreun 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 530021,  Panel  0530B, 
published  on  December  15, 1980,  in  45 
FR  82260,  indicates,  that  Parcel  3  of 
Survey  of  Parcels  in  the  North  Half  of 
the  Northeast  Quarter  of  the  Northeast 
Quarter  of  Section  26  and  a  portion  of 
the  North  Half  of  the  Northwest  Quarter 
of  the  Northwest  Quarter  of  Section  25, 
all  in  Township  30  North,  Range  4  West, 
W.M.,  Clallam  County,  Washi^on,  as 
recorded  in  Volume  2  of  Surveys,  Page 
122,  in  the  Office  of  the  Auditor,  Clallam 
County,  Washington,  is  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 530021  Panel  05305  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  - 


portion  of  the  above  mentioned  property 
located  in  Section  25  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
November  5, 1980.  This  property  is  in 
Zone  B. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b).  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tUs  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1966),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director.  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  22, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support 

[FR  Doc.  si-siese  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

»LUNO  CODE  6718-eS-« 


44CFRPart70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Dade 
County,  Fla.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  Dade 
County,  Florida.  It  has  been  determined 
by  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  after 
acquiring  additional  flood  information 
and  after  further  technical  review  of  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  for  Dade 
County  Florida,  that  certain  property  is 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area. 

This  map  amendmenL  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Haza^  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 


financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECnVE  date:  November  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  requested  to 
purdiase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  clFiim  ij  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Ingram 
(NFIP)  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  &  1 125098,  Panel 
0275D,  published  on  October  6, 1980  in 
45  FR  66058  indicates  that  Lot  3,  Block  1, 
Cutler  South.  Dade  County,  Florida,  as 
recorded  in  Plat  Book  80,  Page  80  of  the 
Public  Records  of  Dade  County,  Florida, 
is  located  with  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area. 

Map  Number  H  &  1 125098,  Panel 
0275D  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  existing  structure  on  the  above- 
mentioned  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
November  14, 1980.  This  structure  is  in 
Zone  B. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C 
605(b).  the  Associate  Director.  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
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FR 19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support] 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

[FR  Doc.  81-S167B  F!led  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BiLUNQ  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5712] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Dade 
County,  FUl,  Under  National  Rood 
insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUIMIAIIY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  Dade 
County,  Florida.  It  has  been  determined 
by  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Progrcuns  and  Support  after 
acquiring  additional  flood  information 
and  after  further  technical  review  of  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  for  Dade 
County,  Florida,  that  c^ain  property  is 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area. 

This  map  amendment  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Haza^  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 


National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP):  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

Ibe  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  &  1 125098,  Panel 
0275D  published  on  October  6, 1980  in  45 
FR  66058  indicates  that  the  property 
located  in  Section  9,  Township  55  South, 
Range  40  East,  Dade  Coimty,  Florida,  as 
recorded  in  Official  Records  Book  9751 
at  Page  2114  in  the  County  Recorders 
Office,  is  within  the  Special  Flood 

f-Ta7fli*n  Ai*oa 

Map  Number  H  &  1 125098,  Panel 
0275D  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  existing  structure  located  on  the 
above-mentioned  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  November  14, 1980.  The 
structure  is  located  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tlds  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support] 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

[FR  Doc.  81-31877  Filwl  10-30-81: 8:4S  am] 

8ILUM0  CODE  CTIS-OS-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  East 
Baton  Rouge  Parish,  La.,  Under 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  Hiis  list  included 


East  Baton  Rouge  Parish,  Lousiana.  It 
has  been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support,  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  East  Baton  Rouge  Parish,  Louisiana, 
that  certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  dr  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FDR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or  acquisition 
purposes,  and  the  lender  now  agrees  to 
waive  the  property  owner  fitim 
maintaining  flood  insurance  coverage  on 
the  basis  of  this  map  amendment  the 
property  owner  may  obtain  a  full  refund 
of  the  premium  paid  for  the  current 
policy  yeeu*,  provided  that  no  claim  is 
pending  or  has  been  paid  on  the  policy 
in  question  during  the  same  policy  year. 
The  premium  refumd  may  be  obtained 
through  the  insurance  agent  or  broker 
who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at  P.O.  ^x  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 220058  Panel  OllOA, 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66092,  indicates  that  Lots  21-A  through 
25-A,  Perkins  Cove  Subdivision,  Second 
Filing,  Revised,  East  Baton  Rouge  Parish, 
Louisiana,  as  recorded  in  Original  962, 
Bimdle  9416,  in  the  Office  of  the  Clerk  of 
Court  and  Recorder,  East  Baton  Rouge 
Parish,  Louisiana,  are  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 220058  Panel  OllOA  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
existing  structures  located  on  above 
mentioned  property  lots  are  not  within 
the  Spedcal  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  July  2, 1979.  These 
structures  are  in  Zone  C 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
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authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support)  ^ 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Didiey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

(FR  Doa  Sl-31674  Filed  10-30-Sl;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  67tS-03-ll 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5712] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Borough 
of  Fiorham  Park,  N  Under  National 
Hood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
conununities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  Borough 
of  Fiorham  Park,  New  Jersey.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director. 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Borough  of  Fiorham  Park,  New 
Jersey,  that  certain  property  is  and 
certain  property  is  not  witW  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  and  is  not 
within  the  Special  Hood  Hazard  Area, 
removes  or  reinforces  the  requirement  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  for  that 
property  as  a  condition  of  Federal  or 
federally-related  financial  assistance  for 
construction  or  acquisition  purposes. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 


Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-027a 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Ilie  premiiun  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
borker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP):  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone;  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  and  1 340342,  Panel 
0005B,  published  on  October  6, 1980  in 
45  FR  66028,  indicates  that  Lots  9 
through  19,  22  through  26,  and  40  of  the 
subdivision  known  as  Lot  4,  Block  18  on 
the  official  Tax  Map  of  the  Borough  of 
Fiorham  Park,  New  Jersey,  as  recorded 
in  Book  2537,  Pages  158  through  161  in 
the  Office  of  the  Clerk,  Morris  County, 
New  Jersey,  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

In  addition,  the  above-mentioned  map 
and  panel  number  indicates  that 
portions  of  Lot  42  of  the  above- 
mentioned  subdivision  are  within  the 
Special  Hazard  Flood  Area. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 340342,  Panel 
0005B,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
Lots  10  throu^  18,  22  and  25  of  the 
above-mentioned  subdivision,  are 
completely  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  as  Zone  A5. 

Furthermore,  the  above-mentioned 
map  and  panel  number  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  Lots  9, 19,  22,  23. 
24,  26  and  40  are  partially  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  as 
Zone  A5.  The  portions  of  these  lots  that 
are  between  183  feet  National  Geodetic 
Vertical  Datum  (NGVD)  and  184  feet 
(NGVD),  as  shown  on  the  Sketch  Plat 
Tax  Map  for  Lot  4,  Block  18,  prepared  by 
Albert  P.  Couvrette  and  Associates, 
Incorporated,  and  dated  June  9, 1977,  are 
in  Zone  B.  The  portions  of  these  lots  that 
are  above  184  feet  (NGVD)  as  shown  on 
the  above  mentioned  Sketch  Plat,  are  in 
Zone  C. 

Also,  Lot  42  of  the  above-mentioned 
subdivision  is  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  as  identified  on 
September  14, 1979.  As  shown  on  the 
above-mentioned  Sketch  Plat  the 
portions  of  this  lot  that  are  between  183 


feet  (NGVD)  and  184  feet  (NGVD)  are  in 
Zone  B,  and  the  portions  that  are  above^ 
184  feet  (NGVD)  are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies  * 
that  tbds  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1966  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19387;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued;  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

(FR  Doc.  81-31681  FUed  10-30-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  t71S-aS-ll 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Borough 
of  Fiorham  Park,  NJ.,  Under  National 
Flood  Inswance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  Borough 
of  FloAam  Park,  New  Jersey.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support 
after  acquiring  additioncd  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Borou^  of  Fiorham  Park,  New 
Jersey,  that  certain  property  is  and 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  and  is  not 
within  the  Special  Hood  Hazard  Area, 
removes  or  reinforces  the  requirement  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  for  that 
property  as  a  condition  of  Federal  or 
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federally-related  fincincial  assistance  for 
construction  or  acquisition  purposes. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally  related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premimn  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-8620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  &  1 340342,  Panel 
0005B,  published  on  October  6, 1980  in 
45  FR  66028,  indicates  that  Lot  49,  Block 
22,  located  in  Florham  Park,  New  Jersey, 
as  recorded  in  Deed  Book  2563,  Pages 
894  and  895,  in  the  Office  of  the  Clerk, 
Morris  County,  New  Jersey,  is  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

In  addition,  the  above-mentioned  map 
and  panel  number  indicate  that  Lot  3, 
Block  23,  located  in  Florham  Park,  New 
Jersey,  as  recorded  in  Deed  Book  2563, 
Pages  753  and  754,  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk,  Morris  County,  N5w  Jersey,  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  &  1 340342,  Panel 
0005B,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  portions  of  Lot  49,  Block  22,  that  are 
between  190  feet  National  Geodetic 
Vertical  Datum  (NGVD)  and  191  feet 
(NGVD),  as  shown  on  the  Preliminary 
Plat  prepared  by  Albert  P.  Couvrette 
Associates,  Incorporated  and  dated 
February  9, 1979,  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  as  identified 
on  September  14, 1979,  and  are  in  Zone 
B.  The  portions  that  are  above  191  feet 
(NGVD),  as  shown  on  the  above- 
mentioned  Preliminary  Plat,  are  also  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  as 
identified  on  September  14, 1979,  and 
are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant-to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 


Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
commimities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  22, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31669  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Harris 
County,  Tex.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  whi^  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
Harris  County,  Texas.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  Harris  County,  Texas,  that  certain 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief,  ~ 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  fi:om  the 
National  Flood  Insiirance  I^ogram 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 480287  Panels  0050C 
and  0175C,  published  on  October  6, 1980, 
in  45  FR  66098,  indicates  that  Lots  15 
through  19,  and  35  Block  2;  and  Lots  4,  5, 
12, 13,  22,  23,  and  29,  Block  4,  Oakwood 
Glen  West,  Section  One;  and  Lots  7 
through  11,  and  23  through  30,  Block  10, 
Oakwood  Glen  West,  Section  Two, 

Harris  Coimty,  Texas,  recorded  as 
Document  No.  G164782  in  Volume  289, 
Page  132  of  Map  Records,  and  Document 
No.  G164783,  in  Volume  289,  Page  141,  of 
Map  Records  respectively,  in  the  Office 
of  the  Clerk,  Harris  County,  Texas,  are 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 480287  Panels  0050C 
and  0175C  are  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  mentioned  lots  are 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area  identified  on  February  24, 1981. 
These  lots  are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 
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Issued:  October  13, 1961. 

John  E.  Didcey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

pH  Doc.  81-31693  Filed  10-30-81:  B.-45  am| 

BHJJNQ  CODE  67ia-03-M 


44CFRPart70 
[Docket  No.  FEIIIA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City 
of  Houston,  Tex.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Houston,  Texas.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
informadon  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Houston,  Texas,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  HazaM  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Fedend  or  federally  related 
flnandal  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chiet 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  jmd 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C  20472,  (202)  287-027a 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally  related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
fi-om  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  £rom  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 


The  map  ammdments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 480296  Panel  OISOE 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  ^ 
66098,  indicates  that  Lots  26  throu^  30, 
Block  1;  and  Lots  1  through  14,  Bl(^  3 
Bayou  iHace,  Houston,  Texas,  recorded 
in  Volume  271,  Page  119  of  Map  Records, 
in  the  Office  of  the  Cleric,  Harris  County, 
Texas,  are  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

Map  Na  H  &  1 480296  Panel  0150B  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
existing  structures  located  on  the  above 
mentioned  property  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Haz^  Area  identified  on 
December  11, 1979.  The  structures  are  in 
ZoneC 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C 
605(b).  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title 
xni  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968):  effective  Jan.  28. 1960  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42  U.S.C 
4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44  FR 
19387;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Associate  Director,  State  and  Lo^  Programs 
and  Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support 

[FR  Doc.  81-31881  FOed  10-38-81;  8:49  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  671S-03-M 


44CFRPart70 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Kirby,  Tex,,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  whi^  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Kirby,  Texas.  It  has  been 
determined  by  ffie  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 


after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Kirby,  Texas,  that  certain 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  HazaM  Area.*remove8 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Foetal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  ChappeU,  PJL,  Chiet 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Lo^  Programs  and  Support  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.G  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
piurchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
fi-om  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  U  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  fit>m  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP).  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda. 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

Hie  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  ft  1 480041  Panel  OOOlB, 
published  on  October  6, 1980  in  45  FR 
66098  indicates  that  Lots  30. 31.  and  51 
through  57,  Block  5,  Little  Creek  Paris, 
Kirby.  Texas,  as  recorded  in  Volume 
6700,  Page  78,  in  the  Office  of  the  County 
Clerk,  Bexar  County,  Texas,  are  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  ft  1 480041  Panel  OOOlB.  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  Lots  56 
and  57,  Block  5,  of  the  above-mentioned 
property  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on  August 
15, 1980.  These  lots  are  in  Zone  B. 

Map  No.  H  ft  1 480041  Panel  OOOlB  is 
also  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  existing 
structures  located  on  Lots  30, 31.  and  51 
through  55,  Block  5,  of  the  above 
mentioned  property  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
August  15, 1980.  These  structures  are  in 
Zones  B  and  C. 

Pursuant  to  tiie  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b).  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
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Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director.  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tlris  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a. 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19387;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support. 

|FR  Doc.  ei-31670  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Laramie,  Wyo.,  Under  Nadonal  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Laramie,  Wyoming.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Laramie,  Wyoming,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.  Chief. 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 


Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
fi'om  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
'  obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  poliQy,  or  fi'om  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 560002  Panel  0005B, 
published  on  October  6, 1980  in  45  FR 
66115,  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Seniors  Housing  located  on  Lot  1,  Block 
2,  Stahl  Addition,  Laramie,  Wyoming, 
recorded  as  Receiving  No.  650358  in 
Book  of  Plats,  in  the  Office  of  the  Clerk, 
Albemy  County,  Wyoming,  is  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 560002  Panel  0005B  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  July  16, 1979.  This  lot  is  in 
Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
6G5(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
commimities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1988),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 


Issued:  October  22, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support. 

[FR  Dog.  81-31697  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Moore,  Okla.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  commimities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Moore,  Oklahoma.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support,  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Moore.  Oklahoma,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
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Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 400044  Panel  0030B, 
published  on  October  23, 1981,  in  46  FR 
7352,  indicates  that  Lot  1,  Block  13, 
proposed  Bonnie  Brae  Addition,  Blocks 
11, 12  and  13,  being  a  9.7  acre  ±  tract  of 
land  in  the  SE'A  of  Section  22,  Township 
10  North,  Range  3  West,  Moore, 
C^lahoma,  as  recorded  in  Book  566, 
Pages  516  and  517,  in  the  Office  of  the 
County  Clerk,  Cleveland  Coimty, 
Oklahoma,  is  within  the  Special  Flood 
Fiflz&rd 

Map  No.  H  &  1 400044  Panel  0003B  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  December  2, 1980.  This  lot 
is  in  Zone  B. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b).  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tUs  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  undated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1966),  efiective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128:  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31668  Filed  18.^0-61;  6:45  amj 
BiLUNO  CODE  671».03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  For  City  of 
Newark,  N.J.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

AcriON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
conununities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 


published.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Newark.  New  Jersey.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director. 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support 
after  acqtiiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Newark,  New  Jersey,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief. 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
fi*om  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  fi*om  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFlP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  and  1 340189,  Panel 
0011 B,  published  on  October  6, 1980  in 
45  FR  66029  indicates  that  the  existing 
concrete  one  story  building  in  Lot  60, 
Block  5078  on  the  Tax  Map  of  the  City  of 
Newark,  as  recorded  in  Deed  Book  4707, 
Pages  694  through  701  in  the  Register  of 
Deeds  and  Mortgages  Office,  Essex 
County,  New  Jersey,  is  within  the 
Specif  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 340189,  Panel 
0011 B,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  above-mentioned  structure  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  March  28, 1980.  This 
structure  is  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 


Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tffis  rule  if  promiilgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17604,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  22, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

(FR  Doc.  61-31688  Filed  10-30-81;  B.-45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5712] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Borough 
of  New  Providence,  N  J,,  Under 
National  Rood  insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  li^t  included  the  Borough 
of  New  Providence,  New  Jersey.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director.  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  ^ter  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Borough  of  New  Providence,  New 
Jersey,  that  certain  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  HazaM  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  j^bert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington.  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 


54358  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  211  /  Monday.  November  2,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  Map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  &  1 345306B,  Panel  04, 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66029,  indicates  that  Lots  2,  3, 4,  5, 6  and 
7  of  Block  264,  Sheet  26,  Tax  Map  of  the 
Borough  of  New  Providence,  New  Jersey 
is  recorded  in  Deed  Book  3250,  Pages 
771  through  776  in  the  Union  County 
Register’s  Office,  are  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  &  1 345306B,  Panel  04, 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
land  areas  above  the  chtmnel  banks  are 
located  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area  identifled  on  September  3, 1976. 
These  portions  are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title 
Xni  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  ot  1968);  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U,S.C.  4001-4128)  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Ldbal 
Programs  and  Support 

|FR  Doc.  S1-3ieS2  nied  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  commtmities  for  whi^  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  It 
has  been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support!  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Oklahoma  City, 

Oklahoma,  that  certain  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendmenL  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Director, 
Engineering  Division,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405378A  Panel  64, 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66095,  indicates  that  Lots  5  flirough  13 
and  17  through  19,  Block  1;  and  all  of 
Blocks  3  and  5,  Knight  Lake,  Oklahoma 


City,  Oklahoma,  as  recorded  in  Plat 
Book  42,  Page  15,  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk,  Oklahoma  County,  Oklahoma,  are 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 495378A  Panel  64  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  properties  are  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  February  2, 1979.  These 
properties  are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C* 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  tlds  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

(FR  Doc.  81-31673  PUed  10-30-61: 8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  S718-4S-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  It 
has  been  determined  by  ffie  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support,  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma,  that  certain  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
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This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
flnancial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Director, 
Engineering  Division,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Wasl^ton,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  flnancial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  ciurent  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Ibe  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFBP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405378A  Panel  124, 
published  on  October  6, 1960,  in  45  FR 
66095,  indicates  that  Lots  6  tluough  16, 
Block  1;  Lots  1,  2,  and  5  through  14, 

Block  3;  and  Lots  8  and  9,  Block  4,  The 
Embers;  and  Lots  17  through  24,  Block  5; 
and' all  of  Blocks  6  and  7,  The  Embers, 
Section  2,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  as 
recorded  in  Book  48,  Page  36;  and  Book 
49,  Page  82,  respectively,  in  the  Office  of 
the  County  Clerk,  Oklahoma  County, 
Oklahoma,  are  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405378A  Panel  124  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  Lots  12 
throu^  16,  Block  1;  Lots  1,  2,  and  5 
throu^  7,  Block  3;  Lots  8  and  9,  Block  4; 
Lots  23  and  24,  Block  5;  Lots  13  through 
15,  Block  6;  and  Lot  7,  Block  7,  of  the 
above-mentioned  property  are  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identifled  on  February  2, 1979.  These 
lots  are  in  Zone  C. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405378A  Panel  124  is 
also  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  existing 
structures  located  on  Lots  6  through  11, 
Block  1;  Lots  8  through  14,  Block  3;  Lots 
17  though  22,  Block  5;  Lots  1  through  12, 
Block  6;  and  Lots  1  through  6  and  8 
through  14,  Block  7,  of  the  above- 


mentioned  property  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identifled  on 
February  2, 1979.  These  structures  are  in 
Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifles 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

[FR  Doc.  Sl-31672  Filed  10-30-Bl;  8:45  am) 
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44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5712] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Town  of 
Old  Saybrook,  Conn.,  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  Town 
of  Old  Saybrook,  Connecticut.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support,  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Town  of  Old  Saybrook, 
Connecticut,  that  certain  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
flnancial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATKMI  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.Q  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  flnancial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  S  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  and  1 090069,  Panel 
OOOIA  published  on  October  6, 1980  in 
45  FR  66018  indicates  that  the  existing 
structure  located  on  a  parcel  of  land  on 
the  Old  Boston  Post  Road  in  the  Town  of 
Old  Saybrook,  as  reoorded  in  Land 
Record  Volume  191,  Pages  642  and  643 
in  the  Office  of  the  Town  Clerk,  Old 
Saybrook,  Connecticut,  is  located  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 090069,  Panel 
OOOIA,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  above-mentioned  structure  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identifled  on  July  3, 1978.  This  structure 
is  in  Zone  B. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,' to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifles 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  signiflcant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  ardhs 
on  the  basis  of  upated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
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Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  22, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Program  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc  81-31691  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 
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44  CFR  Part  70 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5712] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Palm 
Beach  County,  Fla.,  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Meuiagement  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  Palm  Beach 
County,  Florida.  It  has  been  determined 
by  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  after 
acquiring  additional  flood  information 
and  after  further  technical  review  of  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  for  Palm 
Beach  County,  New  Jersey,  that  certain 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
flnancial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
fl*om  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  peud 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be  , 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 


(NFBP).  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone;  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  &  1 120192,  Panel 
0145A,  published  on  October  6, 1980  in 
45  FR  66060  indicates  that  Lot  3  of  Block 
4,  Central  Industrial  Park  North,  Palm 
Beach  County,  Florida,  as  recorded  in 
Plat  Book  38,  at  Page  81  for  the  Public 
Records  of  Palm  Beach  County,  Florida, 
is  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  &  1 120192,  Panel 
0145A,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  structure  on  the  above-pientioned 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  February  1, 
1979.  This  structure  is  in  Zone  B. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
665(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifles 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  df  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  22, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31690  Filed  10.30-81: 8:46  am] 
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44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-S909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Polk 
County,  Oreg.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Hie  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  whi^  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
Polk  County,  Oregon.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 


after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  Polk  County,  Oregon,  that  certain 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Haz€u*d  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472  (202)  287-0270. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistamce  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Hie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  636- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 410186A  Panel  02, 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66124,  indicates  that  a  5.41  acre  ±  tract 
of  land  located  in  the  Southwest  Quarter 
of  Section  9  and  the  Northwest  Quarter 
of  Section  16,  Township  6  South,  Range 
7  West,  W.M.,  Polk  County,  Oregon, 
recorded  as  Document  No.  269617  in 
Book  154,  Pages  1734  through  1740,  in  the 
Office  of  the  County  Clerk,  Polk  County, 
Oregon,  is  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 410186A  Panel  02  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  site 
for  the  Mobile  Home,  as  surveyed  by 
Norris  L.  Jones,  L.S.,  on  January  14, 1981, 
and  shown  on  the  Building  Location 
Survey  for  Emma  Taylor  by  Norris  L 
J(mes,  LS.,  dated  May  29, 1961,  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flrod  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  February  15, 1978.  This  site 
is  in  Zone  B. 
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Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director.  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.' 
This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazahl  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.a  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support] 

Issued:  October  13, 1961. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31667  Filed  10-30.61;  8:45  am] 
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44  CFR  Part  70 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5609] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Richardson,  Tex.,  Under  Nationai 
Fiood  insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Richardson,  Texas.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support,  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rats  Map 
for  the  City  of  Richardson,  Texas,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  HazaM  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 


Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington.  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620.  . 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 480184  Panel  OOOSB, 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  FR 
66100,  indicates  that  Lots  7,  8,  and  13, 
Block  G.  Foxboro  Addition,  Section 
Three,  Richardson,  Texas,  as  recorded 
in  Cabinet  C,  Page  142,  in  the  Office  of 
the  County  Clerk,  Collin  County,  Texas, 
are  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 480184  Panel  00053  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  properties  are  not 
within,  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  December  4, 1979.  These 
lots  are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
commimities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support] 


Issued:  October  22, 1961. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support 

[FR  Doc.  81-31664  Ftted  1(>-1S.«;  ft4S  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  671S-0S-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEIIA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Village 
of  Tinley  Park,  IIL,  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  were 
published  identifying  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Areas.  This  list  included  the 
Village  of  Tinley  Paiic,  Illinois.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support,  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Village  of  Tinley  Paiic,  Illinois, 
that  certain  property  is  and  certain 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  or  is  not 
within  the  Special  Hood  Hazard  Area, 
removes  or  reinforces  the  requirement  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  for  that 
property  as  a  condition  of  Federal  or 
federally-related  financial  assistance  for 
construction  or  acquisition  purposes. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E..  Director, 
Engineering  Division,  OfiBce  of  State  and 
Lo^  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0220. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  conditicm 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  The  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  die  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 


54362  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  211  /  Monday.  November  2.  1981  /  FLuIes  and  Regulations 


(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294.  Bethesda. 
Maryland  20034.  Phone:  (800)  638-6620 
toll  free. 

The  Map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  170169.  Panel  No.  0005B. 
published  on  October  6. 1980,  in  45  FR 
66075,  indicates  that  the  residential 
structures  located  on  Lots  Nos.  727 
through  744,  Lots  Nos.  749,  756,  Lots  Nos. 
821  tluough  834,  Lots  Nos.  836  through 
845,  Lot  No.  851,  Lots  Nos.  861  through 
863,  Lots  Nos.  869  through  871,  Lots  Nos. 
916  through  918,  Lots  Nos.  967, 968,  980, 
983,  Lots  Nos.  987  through  993,  Lots  Nos. 

998. 1000. 1001. 1031. 1032. 1038. 1046  and 
Lots  Nos.  1059  through  1062,  Bremen 
Towne  Estates  Unit  6,  Phase  Two, 

Village  of  Tinley  Park,  Cook  County, 
Illinois,  recorded  as  Document  No. 
21715526,  in  the  Office  of  the  Recorder 
of  Cook  Coimty,  Illinois,  are  located 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

In  addition,  the  above-mentioned  Map 
and  Panel  Number  indicates  that  the 
residential  structures  located  on  Lots 
Nos.  820,  864, 974  and  1003,  of  the  above- 
mentioned  property  are  located  in  Zone 
B  and  the  residential  structiu'es  located 
on  Lots  Nos.  945  through  949  and  Lots 
Nos.  969  through  973,  are  located  in 
Zone  C. 

Map  No.  170169,  Panel  No.  0005B,  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
residential  structures  located  on  Lots 
Nos.  727  through  744,  Lots  Nos.  749,  756, 
Lots  Nos.  821  ^ough  834,  Lots  Nos.  836 
through  845,  Lot  No.  851,  Lots  Nos.  861 
through  863,  Lots  Nos.  869  through  871, 
Lots  Nos.  916  through  918,  Lots  Nos.  967, 
968, 980, 983,  Lots  Nos.  987  through  993, 
Lots  Nos.  998, 1000, 1001, 1031, 1032, 

1038. 1046  and  Lots  Nos.  1059  through 
1062,  are  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  December  4, 
1979.  The  residential  structures  located 
on  Lots  Nos.  851, 861,  Lots  Nos.  916 
through  918,  Lots  Nos.  968, 980, 983,  987, 
988,  990, 1038  and  Lots  Nos.  1060  through 
1062,  are  in  Zone  B.  The  residential 
structures  located  on  Lots  Nos.  727 
through  744,  Lots  Nos.  749,  756,  Lots  Nos. 
821  through  834,  Lots  Nos.  836  through 
845,  Lots  Nos.  862, 863,  Lots  Nos.  869 
through  871,  Lots  Nos.  967, 989,  Lots  Nos. 
991  through  993  and  Lots  Nos.  998, 1000, 

1001. 1031. 1032. 1046  and  1059,  are  in 
Zone  C. 

Furthermore,  the  above-mentioned 
Map  and  Panel  Niunber  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  residential 
structures  located  on  Lots  Nos.  945 
through  947  and  Lots  Nos.  971  through 
974,  are  in  Zone  A.  The  residential 
structures  located  on  Lots  Nos.  948,  949, 
969,  and  970,  are  in  Zone  B.  The 
residential  structures  located  on  Lots 
Nos.  820,  864  and  1003,  are  in  Zone  C. 


Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support] 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31675  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6718-03-11 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
treview  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 


Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  piu^oses,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b]: 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405381D  Panel  85, 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66095,  indicates  that  a  7.48  acre  tract  of 
land  in  the  Southeast  Quarter  of  Section 
32,  Township  20  North,  Range  14  East, 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  is  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  This  property  is 
more  accurately  described  on  the  Plat  of 
Survey  for  HTB,  Inc.,  prepared  by  F.  B. 
Harper,  Inc.,  dated  April  21, 1981. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405381D  Panel  81  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  April  14, 1979.  This 
property  is  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b],  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  niunber  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
commimities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate^ 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 
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Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

[FR  Doa  81-31668  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  671S-03-M 

44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Hnal  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  whi^  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Ha2ard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
the  City  of  Tulsa,  Okltihoma.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support, 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  City  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  that 
certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  properfy  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  of  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P£.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-027a 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  instruction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
^  now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
firom  maintaining  flood  iiuurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year.  Tlie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 


Maryland  20034,  Telephone:  (800)  638- 
6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405361D  Panel  132, 
published  on  October  6, 1980,  in  45  FR 
66095,  indicates  tiiat  Lot  11,  Block  2,  Tip 
Top  View  Addition,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma, 
recorded  as  Document  No.  501713  in 
Book  4228,  Page  1940,  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk,  Tulsa  County,  Oklahoma,  is 
witiiin  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 405381D  Panel  132  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  August  14, 1979.  This  lot  is 
in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  smaU  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
relations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Utle 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  ‘ 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State,  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  B.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

[FR  Doc  81-31668  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  S71S-«3-M 

44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5909] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Union 
County,  Ore^  Under  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA)  published 
a  list  of  communities  for  which  maps 
identifying  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
have  been  published.  This  list  included 
Union  County,  Oregon.  It  has  been 
determined  by  tiie  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support. 


after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  Union  County,  Oregon,  that  certain 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Haiuird  Area. 

This  map  amendment  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  PE.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  firom  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Ingram 
(NFIP)  at  P.O.  Box  34294,  Beffiesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  Map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  No.  H  &  1 410216  Panel  0295a 
published  on  October  6, 1981,  in  45  FR 
66125,  indicates  that  the  City  of  La 
Grande,  Wastewater  Treatment  Plant, 
located  on  a  145.15  acre  tract  of  land, 
being  a  portion  of  the  SWV4  of  Section 
23,  Township  3  South,  Range  38  East, 
Union  County,  Oregon  recorded  as 
Document  Number  62580  in  Book  145, 
Page  23,  in  the  Office  of  the  Recorder, 
Union  County,  Oregon,  in  within  the 
Special  Flood  Haza^  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 410216  Panel  0295B  U 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
existing  Influent  Building,  the  new 
Influent  Building,  and  the  new 
Treatment  Building,  located  on  the 
above  mentioned  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Haurd  Area 
iden^ed  on  May  5, 1980.  These 
structures  are  in  Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
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authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title 
Xin  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968],  effective  Jan.  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44  FR 
19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  13, 1981. 

John  E.  Dickey, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

[FR  Ooc.  si-siees  Filed  lO-SO-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  671S-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-57121 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for 
Township  of  Wayne,  N  J.,  Under 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. . 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the 
Township  of  Wayne,  New  Jersey.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support  after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Township  of  Wayne,  New  Jersey, 
that  certain  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0270. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 

property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
from  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
policy  year,  llie  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  fi'om  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

Map  Number  H  and  1 345327 A,  Panel 
02,  published  on  October  6, 1079  in  45  FR 
66031  indicates  that  the  structure  on 
Lots  lOA,  11, 12, 13, 14, 15A,  Block  629, 
located  in  Wayne,  New  Jersey,  as 
recorded  in  Book  Q87  of  Deeds,  Pages  10 
and  11  in  the  Passaic  County  Register's 
Office,  is  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 345327 A,  Panel 
02,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
existing  structure  located  on  the  above- 
mentioned  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
November  19, 1976.  This  structure  is  in 
Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
commimities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

|FR  Doc.  Sl-31686  Piled  10-50-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5699] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Borough 
of  Wenonah,  N.J.,  Under  National 
Flood  insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule- 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  Borough 
of  Wenonah,  New  Jersey.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Borough  of  Wenonah,  New 
Jersey  that  certain  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

'  This  map  amendment,  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a  . 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472  (202)  287-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
fi'om  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment,  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  provided  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  ^en  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  diuing  the  same 
policy  year.  The  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  I^ogram 
(NFIP),  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b): 

'  Map  No.  H  &  1 340503B,  Panel  01, 
published  on  October  1, 1979  in  44  FR 
56361,  indicates,  that  a  portion  of  Lot  ^ 
lOB,  Block  79,  Plate  9  of  the  Wenonah 
Tax  Map,  also  known  as  205  Bark  Bridge 
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Road,  Wenonah,  New  Jersey,  and 
recorded  in  Deed  Book  1407,  Pages  1085 
through  1088  in  the  Gloucester  County 
Clerk's  Office,  is  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

Map  No.  H  &  1 340503B,  Panel  01,  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
house  on  the  above  mentioned  property 
is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area  identified  on  May  11, 1979.  This 
house  is  located  on  a  portion  of  land  in 
Zone  C. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support,  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basis  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  peu'ticipating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1966),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

AsBociate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc  81-31667  Filed  10-30-61;  8;45  am) 

ULUNG  CODE  6716-03-11 


44  CFR  Part  70 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5712] 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  County 
of  WilHamaon,  Tenn.,  Under  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Final  rule. 

s - 

summary:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  published  a  list  of 
communities  for  which  maps  identifying 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  have  been 
published.  This  list  included  the  County 
of  Williamson,  Tennessee.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Associate  Director, 
State  and  Local  Programs  and  Support 
after  acquiring  additional  flood 
information  and  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  County  of  Williamson, 

Tennessee  that  certain  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 


This  map  amendment  by  establishing 
that  the  subject  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  removes 
the  requirement  to  purchase  flood 
insurance  for  that  property  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally-related 
financial  assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Chief, 
Engineering  Branch,  Office  of  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  267-0270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  If  a 
property  owner  was  required  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  Federal  or  federally-related  financial 
assistance  for  construction  or 
acquisition  purposes,  and  the  lender 
now  agrees  to  waive  the  property  owner 
fi'om  maintaining  flood  insurance 
coverage  on  the  basis  of  this  map 
amendment  the  property  owner  may 
obtain  a  full  refund  of  the  premium  paid 
for  the  current  policy  year,  prov.ded  that 
no  claim  is  pending  or  has  been  paid  on 
the  policy  in  question  during  the  same 
year.  The  premium  refund  may  be 
obtained  through  the  insurance  agent  or 
broker  who  sold  the  policy,  or  from  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O«Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

The  map  amendments  listed  below 
are  in  accordance  with  §  70.7(b]: 

Map  Number  H  and  1 470204,  Panel 
0020A,  published  on  May  12, 1981,  in  46 
FR  26307,  indicates  that  the  existing 
Condominium  Units  200  through  212,  214 
through  235,  and  237  of  Section  1  of  the 
River  Rest  Estates,  as  recorded  in  Book 
5,  Page  37  in  the  Register’s  Office 
Williamson  Coimty,  Tennessee,  are 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

In  addition,  the  above-mentioned  map 
and  panel  number  indicates  that  Lots  1 
and  77  of  Section  3,  Lots  41  through  45, 

53  through  56,  60,  70  of  Section  4,  and 
Lots  114, 115,  and  184  of  Section  5  of  the 
proposed  site  of  River  Rest  Estates,  as 
recorded  in  Book  6,  Page  70,  Book  6, 

Page  72,  and  Book  222,  Page  54, 
respectively,  in  the  Register's  Office, 
Williamson  County,  Tennessee,  are 
partially  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

Lots  80  through  83  of  Section  3,  Lots  57 
through  59,  71  through  76, 84  through  98, 
and  104  through  111  of  Section  4,  and 
Lots  112, 113,  and  185  through  187  of 
Section  5,  are  completely  in  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area  as  shown  on  the 
above-mentioned  map  and  panel 
number. 

Map  Number  H  and  1 470204,  Panel 
0020A,  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 


the  existing  Condominium  Units  200 
through  212,  214  through  235,  and  237  of 
Section  1  of  the  above-mentioned 
property,  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazcurd  Area  identified  on  April  1, 
1981.  These  units,  as  shown  on  the 
Grading  Plan  prepared  by  Turner 
Engineering  Company,  Incorporated, 
and  certified  in  May  1981,  are  in  Zone  C. 

In  addition,  th?  above-mentioned  map 
and  panel  number  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  Lots  1  and  77  of  Section  3, 

Lots  41  through  45,  53  through  60,  70 
through  76  of  Section  4,  and  Lots  114, 

115,  and  184  through  187  of  Section  5  of 
the  above-mentioned  property,  are  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  April  1, 1981.  The  portions 
of  these  lots  that  are  between  584  feet 
National  Geodetic  Vertical  Datum 
(NGVD)  and  586.4  feet  (NGVD),  as 
shown  on  the  Grading  Plan  prepared  by 
Turner  Engineering  Company, 
Incorporated,  and  certified  in  May  1981, 
are  in  Zone  B.  The  portions  of  these  lots 
that  are  above  586.4  feet  (NGVD),  as 
shown  on  the  above-mentioned  Grading 
Plan,  are  in  Zone  C. 

Also,  Lots  80  through  83  of  Section  3, 
Lots  84  through  98,  and  104  through  111 
of  Section  4,  and  Lots  112  and  113  of 
Section  5  are  partially  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  'Hie  remaining 
portions  of  these  lots  are  between  584 
feet  (NGVD)  and  586.4  feet  (NGVD),  and 
are  in  Zone  B. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Associate  Director,  State  and 
Local  Programs  and  Support  to  whom 
authority  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Director,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency,  hereby  certifies 
that  this  rule  if  promulgated  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  rule  provides  routine  legal  notice  of 
technical  amendments  made  to 
designated  special  flood  hazard  areas 
on  the  basts  of  updated  information  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  or 
regulations  on  participating 
communities. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19387;  delegation  of  authority  to  Associate 
Director,  State  and  Local  Programs  and 
Support) 

Issued:  October  20, 1981. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 

(FR  Doc.  61-31663  Filed  10-30-61;  6.-4S  ami 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  1068 

[Docket  No.  AO-178-A37] 

Milk  in  the  Upper  Midwest  Marketing 
Area;  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written 
Exceptions  on  Proposed  Amendments 
to  Tentative  Marketing  Agreement  and 
to  Order 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  decision  recommends 
some  changes  in  the  pooling  provisions 
for  reserve  supply  plants  of  the  Upper 
Midwest  milk  order.  Also,  it 
recommends  revising  a  price  zone 
within  the  marketing  area,  modifying  the 
handler  defmition  with  respect  to 
cooperative  associations  and  revising 
the  provisions  concerning  payments  to 
individual  producers.  The  decision  is 
based'on  industry  proposals  considered 
at  a  public  hearing  held  April  14-15, 

1981.  The  recommended  changes  are 
necessary  to  reflect  current  marketing 
conditions  and  to  assure  orderly 
marketing  in  the  area. 

DATE:  Comments  are  due  on  or  before 
November  17, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  (four  copies) 
should  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Room  1077,  South  Building,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martin  J.  Dunn,  Marketing  Specialist, 
Dairy  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
202-447-7311. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
administrative  action  is  governed  by  the 
provisions  of  Sections  556  and  557  of 
Title  5  of  United  States  Code  and, 
therefore,  is  excluded  from  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12291. 


Prior  documents  in  this  proceeding: 
Notice  of  Hearing:  Issued  March  9, 1981, 
published  March  13, 1981  (46  FR 16689). 
Extension  of  Time:  Issued  May  15, 1981, 
published  May  20, 1981  (46  FR  27501). 

Preliminary  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this 
recommended  decision  with  respect  to 
proposed  amendments  to  the  tentative 
marketing  agreement  and  order 
regulating  the  hemdling  of  milk  in  the 
Upper  Midwest  marketing  area.  This 
notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  se  seq.],  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
governing  the  formulation  of  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900).  ' 

Interested  parties  may  file  written 
exceptions  to  this  decision  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20250,  by  November  17, 1961.  The 
exceptions  should  be  filed  in 
quadruplicate.  All  written  submissions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  hearing  notice  specifically  invited 
interested  persons  to  present  evidmice 
concerning  the  probable  regulatory  and 
informational  impact  of  the  proposals  on 
small  businesses.  Also,  the  presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  in  his 
opening  comments,  called  the  particular 
attention  of  participants  at  the  hearing 
to  the  portion  of  the  hearing  notice  that 
referred  to  the  Regulatory  Hexibility 
Act.  Most  parties  subject  to  a  milk  order 
are  considered  to  be  a  small  business. 

No  participants  at  the  hearing  testified 
about  any  potentially  adverse  impacts 
of  the  proposals  on  small  businesses  as 
a  group. 

Further,  William  T.  Manley,  Deputy 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Mariceting 
Service,  has  determined  that  the 
amendments  adopted  herein,  which  are 
based  on  the  hearing  record,  would  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
amendments  would  promote  orderly 
marketing  of  milk  by  producers  and 
regulated  handlers. 

The  proposed  amendments  set  forth 
below  are  based  on  the  record  of  a 
public  hearing  held  at  Minneapolis, 


Minnesota,  on  April  14-15, 1981, 
pursuant  to  the  notice  thereof  issued 
March  9, 1981  (46  FR  16689). 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Pool  reserve  supply  plant 
provisions. 

2.  Handler  definition. 

3.  Pricing  zones. 

4.  Date  of  partial  pa3anent. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and 
conclusions  on  the  material  issues  are 
based  on  evidence  presented  at  the 
hearing  and  the  record  thereof: 

Issue  No.  1.  Pool  reserve  supply  plant 
provisions. 

a.  Pooling  standards  in  event  of  a 
‘'call’’.  The  order  should  be  revised  to 
consider  deliveries  of  milk  to  pool 
distributing  plants  in  the  call  area  by  a 
cooperative  association  in  its  capacity 
as  a  handler  pursuant  to  §  1068.9(c)  as 
qualifying  shipments  fixim  the 
cooperative’s  reserve  supply  plant. 
Proposals  to  permit  two  or  more 
cooperative  associations  or  proprietary 
handlers  to  form  a  "unit"  to  qualify  their 
reserve  supply  plants  should  be  denied. 

The  order  provides  that  whenever  the 
meirket  administrator  finds  that  milk 
supplies  are  needed  for  Class  I  use  at 
pool  distributing  plants  located  within 
an  area  that  he  designates  as  the  “call 
area,”  he  may  announce  a  minimum 
level  of  qualifying  shipments  brom  pool 
reserve  supply  plants  within  that  area. 
This  is  known  as  a  “call”.  Qualifying 
shipments  to  pool  distributing  plants 
within  the  call  area  may  come  from  any 
plant  or  producer  milk  supplies  of  the 
handler  operating  a  reserve  supply 
plant.  However,  shipments  fi'om  sources 
other  than  the  plant(s)  subject  to  the  call 
must  be  in  addition  to  any  shipments 
(including  shipments  directly  fi’om 
producers’  farms)  already  being  made 
by  the  handler.  Also,  such  shipments 
may  not  result  from  shifting  milk 
supplies  fix>m  a  pool  distributing  plant 
outside  the  call  area  to  one  within  the 
call  area. 

Also,  the  order  provides  in  §  1068.9(c) 
that  a  cooperative  association  shall  be 
the  handler  on  bulk  tank  milk  that  it 
picks  up  at  producers’  farms  for  delivery 
to  the  pool  plant  of  another  handler, 
unless  they  both  agree  that  the  plant 
operator  shall  be  the  handler  on  such 
milk.  A  cooperative  association  that  is 
delivering  milk  to  a  pool  distributing 
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plant  as  a  9(c)  handler  may  have  those 
deliveries  considered  as  qualifying 
shipments  from  its  reserve  supply  plant 
in  the  event  of  a  call  if  such  9(c) 
deliveries  represent  milk  that  had  not 
previously  been  part  of  the  cooperative’s 
9(c)  milk  deliveries  to  distributing 
plants.  With  respect  to  a  proprietary 
handler  who  operates  a-reserve  supply 
plant,  producer  milk  diverted  by  such 
handler  from  his  reserve  supply  plant  to 
pool  distributing  plants  is  considered  as 
qualifying  shipments  from  the  handler’s 
reserve  supply  plant 

Land  O’  Lakes,  Inc.  (LOL),  proposed 
that  two  or  more  cooperative 
associations  be  allowed  to  form  a  unit  to 
qualify  their  reserve  supply  plants  and 
that  qualifying  shipments  to  pool 
distributing  plants  within  the  call  area, 
for  the  purpose  of  pooling  a  handler's  or 
unit’s  reserve  supply  plant(s),  may 
originate  from  any  plant  or  producer 
milk  supplies  of  the  handler  or  unit 
Proponent’s  witness  stated  that  the 
present  provisions  do  not  permit 
cooperative  associations  to  service  the 
fluid  market  in  the  most  efficient 
manner  possible  and  that  they 
discriminate  against  cooperative 
associations  with  respect  to  9(c) 
deliveries  to  pool  distributing  plants. 
LOL’s  proposals,  the  witness  said, 
would  reduce  the  cost  of  servicing  the 
fluid  market  and  would  assure  that  all 
handlers  share  these  costs  on  a  more 
equitable  basis. 

Another  proposal  for  consideration 
was  submitted  by  Kraft,  Inc.  It  would 
allow  two  or  more  handlers  (either 
cooperative  associations  or  proprietary 
handlers)  to  form  a  unit  to  qualify  their 
reserve  supply  plants.  Also,  the  proposal 
would  allow  qualifying  shipments  to 
pool  distributing  plants  within  the  call 
area,  for  the  purpose  of  pooling  a 
handler’s  or  unit’s  reserve  supply 
plant(s),  to  originate  from  any  plant  or 
producer  milk  supplies  of  the  handler  or 
unit. 

At  the  hearing,  Kraft’s  witness 
testified  that  the  firm  prefers  that  there 
be  no  change  in  the  present  reserve 
supply  plant  pooling  provisions.  The 
witness  said  that  Kraft  believes  that  the 
order  is  working  satisfactorily  at 
present.  Nevertheless,  the  witness 
presented  a  modified  version  of  the 
Kraft  proposal  that  was  published  in  the 
hearing  notice.  The  modified  version  of 
the  proposal  was  intended  for 
consideration  by  the  Department  in  the 
event  that  unit  pooling  for  reserve 
supply  plants  was  recommended  by  the 
Department  for  adoption  in  the  order. 

'The  modified  version  was  that  two  or 
more  handlers  should  be  allowed  to 
form  a  imit,  but  that  the  order  should 
retain  the  present  provisions  which 


provide  that  qualifying  shipments  from 
sources  other  than  the  plant(s)  subject  to 
the  call  must  be  in  addition  to  any 
shipments  (including  shipments  directly 
from  a  producer’s  farm)  already  being 
made  by  the  handler  or  unit.  Kraft’s 
witness  said  that  including  the  9(c) 
deliveries  of  a  cooperative  association 
to  pool  distributing  plants  as  qualifying 
shipments  would  be  inequitable  to 
proprietary  handlers  because  the  milk 
supplies  associated  with  such  deliveries 
are  located  relatively  close  to  pool 
distributing  plants.  Proprietary  handlers 
operating  reserve  supply  plants,  the 
witness  said,  generally  have  their  milk 
supplies  located  close  to  such  plants. 
Consequently,  it  is  not  feasible  to 
deliver  the  milk  direct  from  farms  to  ' 
pool  distributing  plants. 

'  Consolidated  Badger  Cooperative 
proposed  that  qualifying  shipments  to 
pool  distributing  plants  within  the  call 
area,  for  the  purpose  of  pooling  its 
reserve  supply  plant,  include  milk  that  is 
delivered  to  pool  distributing  plants  by  a 
cooperative  in  its  capacity  as  a  9(c) 
handler.  The  witness  for  ^e  cooperative 
said  that  such  a  provision  would  save 
the  cooperative  fix)m  having  to  back¬ 
haul  producer  milk  if  a  call  were  issued. 
The  round  trip  distance  to  back-haul  the 
milk  would  be  80  miles  (40  miles  from 
the  farm  of  last  pickup  to  Consolidated’s 
reserve  supply  plant  and  then  40  miles 
back  on  the  way  to  the  pool  distributing 
plant  of  final  receipt). 

Witnesses  representing  Mid-America 
Dairymen,  Inc.  (Mid-Am),  and 
Associated  Milk  Producers,  Inc.  (AMPI), 
testified  in  opposition  to  the  unit  pooling 
proposals.  However,  they  supported 
proposals  to  include  9(c)  deliveries  to 
pool  distributing  plants  as  qualifying 
shipments  from  a  cooperative 
association’s  reserve  supply  plant.  The 
representative  of  Farmers  Union  Milk 
Marketing  Cooperative  (Farmers  Union) 
opposed  the  unit  pooling  proposals  for 
cooperatives  and  the  proposals  to 
include  9(c)  milk  as  qualifying 
shipments.  The  Farmers  Union  witness 
said  that  the  organization  would  not 
oppose  imit  pooling  if  proprietary 
handlers  also  were  permitted  to  unit 
pool.  A  witness  representing  six 
proprietary  handlers  who  operate 
reserve  supply  plants  in  Wisconsin 
opposed  the  unit  pooling  proposals  and 
the  proposals  to  include  9(c)  milk  as 
qualifying  shipments. 

It  is  concluded  that  9(c)  deliveries 
should  be  considered  in  qualifying 
reserve  supply  plants  during  a  “call”, 
but  that  the  unit  pooling  of  reserve 
supply  plants  should  not  be  provided  for 
cooperatives  or  proprietary  handlers. 
The  following  discussion  deals  with  the 


9(c)  delivery  issue  first  and  then  with 
the  imit  pooling  issue. 

Deliveries  of  9(c)  milk.  It  is 
appropriate,  whenever  the  market 
administrator  finds  it  necessary  to  issue 
a  call,  to  consider  the  deliveries  of  milk 
to  pool  distributing  plants  in  the  call 
area  by  a  cooperative  association  in  its 
capacity  as  a  handler  pursuant  to 
§  1068.9(c)  as  qualifying  shipments  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  the  minimum 
shipping  requirements  of  the 
cooperative’s  reserve  supply  plant(s). 
Permitting  such  9(c)  deliveries  to  be 
considered  as  qualifying  shipments 
would  promote  the  efficient  handling  of 
milk  supplies  for  the  market.  Also,  it 
would  tend  to  preclude  the  practice  of 
having  producer  milk  hauled  to  a  pool 
reserve  supply  plant  for  transfer  to  pool 
distributing  plants  solely  to  enable  the 
reserve  supply  plant  to  meet  the 
minimum  shipping  requirements  for 
pooling  such  plants. 

’The  record  established  that  for  3  to  5 
days  a  week  the  milk  of  one  cooperative 
is  delivered  direct  fitim  farms  to  a  pool 
distributing  plant  at  Rochester, 
Minnesota,  as  9(c)  milk.  These  deliveries 
represent  about  15  percent  of  the 
cooperative’s  total  producer  milk 
supplies.  The  cooperative  instituted  this 
delivery  pattern  because  the  producers 
affected  are  located  about  40  miles 
closer  to  Rochester  than  is  the 
cooperative’s  reserve  supply  plant  at 
Rice  Lake,  Wisconsin.  Rice  Lake  is 
about  140  miles  from  Rochester. 
Delivering  the  milk  of  these  producers 
directly  to  the  Rochester  distributing 
plant  eliminates  transporting  the  milk  40 
miles  from  the  farm  of  last  pick-up  to 
Rice  Lake  and  then  40  miles  back  on  the 
way  to  Rochester,  a  savings  of  80  miles. 
Under  present  order  provisions,  if  a  call 
were  issued,  the  cooperative  would 
either  have  to  transport  these  milk 
supplies  the  extra  80  miles  so  that  they 
would  be  considered  a  transfer  from  its 
Rice  Lake  reserve  supply  plant,  or  it 
would  have  to  ship  additional  milk  fix)m 
its  reserve  supply  plant.  The  specific 
distributing  plant  ihe  cooperative  is 
supplying  may  not  need  more  milk 
because  not  all  distributing  plants  in  the 
call  area  would  necessarily  need  the 
same  amount  of  additional  milk.  In  this 
circumstance,  it  might  be  necessary  for 
the  cooperative  to  back-haul  to  its 
reserve  supply  plant  the  milk  not  needed 
at  the  distributing  plant.  This  would 
represent  an  inefficient  and  fuel-wasting 
action.  Both  types  of  shipment  would 
put  additional  cost  burdens  on  the 
cooperative  solely  for  pooling  purposes. 

Another  cooperative  association 
operated  a  reserve  supply  plant  at 
Owatonna,  Minnesota  prior  to  August 
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1980.  In  August  1978,  in  anticipation  of  .a 
call  for  the  month  of  September,  the 
cooperative  rerouted  some  milk  supplies 
which  had  been  delivered  to  distributing 
plants  as  9(c)  milk  through  the  ' 
Owatonna  reserve  supply  plant  to 
assure  that  such  deliveries  would  be 
considered  qualifying  shipments  under  a 
call.  Rerouting  these  milk  supplies 
through  the  reserve  supply  plant  was  not 
only  less  economical  but  it  required  two 
additional  pumpings  of  the  milk  and 
delayed  its  delivery  to  the  distributing 
plants.  Even  though  the  cooperative  was 
delivering  about  20-25  percent  of  its 
total  producer  milk  supplies  to  pool 
distributing  plants,  it  was  necessary  to 
reroute  some  milk  supplies  through  one 
of  its  reserve  supply  plants  so  that  all  of 
its  reserve  supply  plants  in  the  call  area 
would  meet  the  17  percent  minimum 
shipping  requirement  that  had  been 
announced  by  the  market  administrator. 
Permitting  9(c)  deliveries  to  pool 
distributing  plants  to  be  considered  as 
qualifying  shipments  from  a 
cooperative’s  reserve  supply  plant 
would  tend  to  eliminate  the  need  for 
such  uneconomic  movements  of  milk. 

Cooperative  associations  in  this 
market  supply  more  than  two-thirds  of 
the  milk  received  at  pool  distributing 
plants.  Thirty-nine  percent  of  the  total 
bulk  fluid  milk  products  received  at  pool 
distributing  plants  from  sources  pooled 
under  the  Upper  Midwest  order  are 
received  from  supply  plants  and  reserve 
supply  plants  operated  by  cooperative 
associations,  and  25  percent  are 
received  from  cooperatives  as  9(c) 
handlers.  Additional  milk  is  received  by 
cooperatives  at  their  pool  distributing 
plants  directly  frt)m  the  farms  of 
producer  members.  Since  cooperative 
associations  are  the  major  suppliers  of 
milk  to  pool  distributing  plants,  they 
should  be  encouraged  to  deliver  the  milk 
in  the  most  economical  manner  possible. 
Considering  9(c)  deliveries  as  qualifying 
shipments  from  reserve  supply  plants 
codd  encourage  cooperatives  to  expand 
the  use  of  this  efficient  method  of 
delivering  milk.  Some  cooperatives  are 
receiving  producer  milk  at  their  reserve 
supply  plants  for  transshipment  to 
distributing  pool  plants.  Such  milk  could 
be  delivered  more  efficiently  as  9(c) 
milk.  The  cooperatives  are  handling  the 
milk  in  this  way  to  assure  that  the 
deliveries  to  pool  distributing  plants 
would  be  counted  as  qualifying 
shipments  from  their  reserve  supply 
plants  in  the  event  of  a  call.  Including 
9(c)  deliveries  as  qualifying  shipments 
would  allow  these  cooperatives  to 
deliver  milk  more  efficiently. 

The  order  provisions  presently 
consider  diversions  of  producer  milk 


from  a  proprietary  handler’s  reserve 
supply  plant  to  a  pool  distributing  plant 
as  a  qualifying  shipment  from  the 
reserve  supply  plant  Cooperative 
associations  cannot  avail  themselves  of 
this  provision  because  any  producer 
milk  they  deliver  directly  from 
producers’  farms  to  pool  distribiiting 
plants  of  other  handiers  is  considered  a 
delivery  of  9(c)  milk.  Thus,  considering 
9(c)  deliveries  to  pool  distributing  plants 
located  in  the  call  area  as  qualifying 
shipments  for  their  reserve  supply  plants 
would  afford  cooperative  associations 
treatment  under  the  order  that  is 
comparable  to  what  is  now  given  to 
reserve  supply  plants  operated  by 
proprietary  handlers. 

l6‘aft.  Farmers  UiiJon,  and  six 
proprietary  handlers  opposed  the 
proposal  to  consider  9(c)  deliveries  as 
qualifying  shipments  from  a  cooperative 
association’s  reserve  supply  plant. 
Opponents  said  that  adoption  of  the 
proposal  would  result  in  proprietary 
handlers  being  required  in  the  event  of  a 
call  to  supply  the  extra  milk  needed  af 
distributing  plants.  In  opponents’  view, 
this  would  force  proprietary  handlers  to 
furnish  a  disproportionate  share  of  the 
fluid  milk  supply  needed  by  distributors. 

Opponents  also  claimed  that  allowing 
9(c)  deliveries  to  be  considered  as 
qualifying  shipments  for  pool  reserve 
supply  plants  would  be  inequitable  to 
proprietary  handlers  because  the  milk 
supplies  included  in  the  9(c)  deliveries 
are  frnm  dairy  farms  located  relatively 
near  to  pool  distributing  plants  and  are 
not  associated  with  any  specific  reserve 
supply  plants  of  cooperatives. 

Opponents  claimed  that  proprietary 
handlers,  on  the  other  hand,  receive 
most  of  their  milk  from  producers  who 
are  located  relatively  near  to  their 
reserve  supply  plants  and  do  not  have 
the  opportunity  to  organize  milk 
supplies  from  producers  who  are  located 
relatively  close  to  pool  distributing 
plants.  I^is,  they  claim,  prevents 
proprietary  handlers  from  supplying 
distributing  plants  in  the  most  efficient 
manner  as  direct-delivered  milk  because 
the  relatively  poor  roads  and  bridges  in 
many  rural  areas  of  Minnesota  are  not 
suitable  for  the  efficient  hauling  of 
producer  milk  over  long  distances. 

The  adoption  of  the  proposal  should 
not  force  proprietary  handlers  to  furnish 
a  disproportionate  share  of  the  fluid 
milk  supply  or  be  otherwise  inequitable 
to  proprietary  handlers.  Not  all  9(c) 
deliveries  to  pool  distrubuting  plants  are 
from  farms  located  relatively  dose  to 
such  distributing  plants.  As  described 
elsewhere  in  this  decision,  some  9(c) 
deliveries  are  from  farms  that  are 
located  100  or  more  miles  from  such 


plants.  Further,  if  the  market 
administrator  were  to  determine  that 
additional  milk  supplies  were  needed  at 
pool  distributing  plants  for  Class  1  use 
and  he  issued  a  minimum  shipping 
requirement  of  IS  percent,  each  handler 
who  operated  a  reserve  supply  plant 
would  have  to  deliver  at  least  15  percent 
of  his  receipts  to  distributing  plants.  To 
illustrate,  assiune  that  a  cooperative 
assodation  that  operated  a  reserve 
supply  plant  already  was  shipping  15 
percent  of  its  total  producer  milk  supply 
to  distributing  plants  in  the  call  area  as 
a  9(c)  handler.  In  this  event,  the 
cooperative  assodation  would  not  be 
required  to  ship  any  additional  milk  to 
pool  distributing  plants  to  meet  the  IS 
percent  shipping  requirement.  Also, 
assume  that  another  handler  who 
operated  a  reserve  supply  plant  was  not 
shipping  any  milk  to  pool  distributing 
plants  at  the  time  the  call  was  issued.  In 
this  case,  the  handler  would  have  to 
begin  shipping  15  percent  of  his  receipts 
to  distributing  plants.  ’Thus,  in  this 
example,  the  entire  supply  of  extra  milk 
would  come  frcm  the  handler  who 
previously  had  not  been  shipping  milk. 
However,  the  cooperative  association 
that  was  supplying  15  percent  of  its  milk 
supply  to  distributing  plants  in  the  call 
area  still  would  be  supplying  as  much  of 
its  receipts  to  the  fluid  market  as  the 
handler  who  had  to  begin  shipping  milk. 
If  the  9(c)  deliveries  were  not  counted  as 
qualifying  shipments,  the  cooperative 
assodation  would  have  to  eiffier  ship  30 
percent  of  its  receipts  to  meet  the  15 
percent  minimum  shipping  requirement 
or  receive,  ineffidendy,  the  9(c)  milk  at 
its  pool  reserve  supply  plant  for 
transshipment  to  distributing  plants.  In 
either  case,  a  greater  burden  of 
performance  for  pooling  would  be 
placed  on  the  cooperative  association 
that  was  already  supplying  the  fluid 
market  than  would  be  place  on  the 
handler  who  had  to  begin  shipping  milk. 
Thus,  including  the  9(c)  deliveries  as 
qualifying  shipments  would  place  a 
more  equitable  burden  of  performance 
on  both  the  cooperative  association  and 
the  handler. 

'That  part  of  the  proposal  that  would 
permit  shipments  from  a  handler's  plant 
that  is  not  subject  to  the  call  to  be 
considered  as  qualifying  shipments  for 
the  handler’s  reserve  supply  plant  that  is 
subject  to  the  call  should  not  be 
adopted.  There  was  no  specific 
testimony  presented  at  the  hearing 
concerning  the  need  to  revise  this 
provision.  The  findings  contained  in  file 
Assistant  Secretary’s  March  19, 1970, 
Final  Decision  (41 FR 12436),  of  which 
official  notice  was  taken  at  the  hearing, 
set  forth  the  reasons  why  the  order 
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should  not  recognize  shipments  from 
one  plant  not  subject  to  the  call  as 
satisfying  a  shipping  requirement  on 
another  plant  that  is  subject  to  the  call 
The  Assistant  Secretary  found  that  to 
recognize  such  shipments  already  being 
made  from  another  plant  could  relieve  a 
multiple-plant  handler  from  having  to 
supply  any  milk  to  distributing  plants  in 
the  call  area.  There  is  no  basis  on  this 
hearing  record  to  change  that  provision. 
Accor^ngly.  that  part  of  the  proposal  is 
denied. 

Unit  pooling.  The  proposal  that  would 
permit  two  or  more  cooperative 
associations  to  form  a  unit  for  the 
pinpose  of  meeting  a  call,  and  the 
proposal  that  would  also  permit  two  or 
more  proprietary  handlers  to  form  a  unit 
should  not  be  adopted.  Adoption  of  the 
proposals  would  not  promote  the  orderly 
marketing  of  milk  in  the  Upper  Midwest 
marketing  area. 

One  proponent  indicated  that 
adoption  of  the  proposal  for  cooperative 
associations  would  allow  such 
associations  who  have  member- 
producers  located  near  the  metropolitan 
areas  of  Minneapolis-St.  Paul, 

Minnesota,  and  Rochester,  Minnesota, 
to  supply  milk  to  pool  distributing  plants 
in  these  metropolitan  areas  for 
cooperatives  that  are  located  in  more 
distant  areas  of  the  milkshed.  Such  an 
arrangement,  it  was  claimed,  would 
save  transportation  costs  and  would 
promote  the  effrcient  handling  of  milk  in 
some  instances. 

To  illustrate  this,  a  witness  for  LOL 
presented  an  example  citing  a  member- 
cooperative  that  operates  a  reserve 
supply  plant  at  Greenwood,  Wisconsin 
(Zone  4).  The  witness  said  that  although 
the  Greenwood  cooperative  is  a  member 
of  the  LOL  marketing  organization,  it  is 
a  separate  corporation  that  is 
independent  of  the  LOL  cooperative.  He 
said  that  Greenwood,  not  LOL,  supplies 
milk  to  a  pool  distributing  plant  at 
Rochester,  a  distance  of  about  140  miles. 
The  witness  stated  that  Greenwood  is 
supplying  the  milk  because  it  prefers  to 
ship  voluntarily  rather  than  be  forced  to 
ship  as  the  result  of  a  call.  LOL,  the 
witness  said,  has  member  producers 
located  southwest  of  Rochester  whose 
milk  is  pooled  at  its  Faribault. 
Minnesota,  plant.  The  milk  of  these 
producers,  he  said,  actually  goes  through 
Rochester  when  it  is  delivered  to  a 
nonpool  manufacturing  plant. 

Presently,  the  witness  said,  it  would 
not  pay  LOL  to  supply  the  Rochester 
distributing  plant  on  behalf  of  the 
Greenwood  cooperative  because,  in  the 
event  of  a  call,  LOL’s  deliveries  would 
not  be  considered  qualifying  shipments 
from  the  Greenwood  cooperative.  Also, 
if  LOL  delivered  the  milk  directly  from 


the  producers’  farms  to  the  Rochester 
distributing  plant,  the  deliveries  would 
be  considered  a  receipt  of  9(c)  milk  at 
the  distributing  plant  and  would  not  be 
considered  qualifying  shipments  from 
anyone’s  plant 

Under  Ae  proposal,  the  witness  said, 
Greewood  and  I^L  could  form  a  reserve 
supply  plant  unit  In  such  case,  and  if 
9(c)  deliveries  were  considered 
qualifying  shipments,  then  LOL  could 
supply  the  Rochester  distributing  plant 
with  milk  from  the  nearby  sources  as  a 
9(c)  handler  for  Greenwood  and  such 
deliveries  would  be  considered 
qualifying  shipments  from  the  reserve 
supply  plant  unit  that  included  the 
Greenwood  plant. 

In  proponent’s  example.  LOL  would 
actually  be  supplying  additional  milk  to 
distributing  plants,  lliis  would  be  the 
milk  Greenwood  presently  is  delivering 
to  the  Rochester  pool  distributing  plant. 
However,  this  would  not  be  the  situation 
in  may  circiimstances  on  a  marketwide 
basis.  Situations  could  occur  where  a 
cooperative  association,  or  proprietary 
handler,  supplying  a  relatively  high 
proportion  of  its  total  milk  receipts  to 
pool  distributing  plants  forms  a  unit 
with  other  handlers  that  do  not  supply 
milk  to  pool  distributing  plants.  In  this 
example,  the  total  deliveries  already 
being  made  by  the  cooperative  or 
proprietary  handler  to  pool  distributing 
plants  would  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  the 
shipping  requirements  of  the  entire  unit 
Thus,  in  this  situation,  the  cooperative 
or  proprietary  handler  that  supplies 
distributing  plants  may  not  need  to 
increase  its  total  deliveries  and  the 
formation  of  the  unit  would  merely 
allow  those  cooperatives  and 
proprietary  handlers  that  do  not  supply 
milk  to  pool  distributing  plants  to  evade 
making  any  such  shipments  in  the  event 
of  a  c{^.  lliis  would  result  in  those 
cooperative  associations  and 
proprietary  handlers  that  were  not 
included  in  a  unit  being  required  to 
supply  the  additional  milk. 

Each  cooperative  association  and 
each  proprietary  handler  that  supplies 
milk  for  Class  I  use  to  pool  distributing 
plants  within  a  designated  call  area 
should  receive  full  credit  for  all  such 
deliveries.  But,  every  operator  of  a 
reserve  supply  plant  should  be  required 
to  deliver  at  least  the  minimum  shipping 
percentage  to  distributing  plants. 
Otherwise,  the  producer  milk  supplies 
associated  with  those  plants  that  do  not 
ship  milk  would  not  be  a  bona  fide 
reserve  supply  for  the  fluid  market  For 
these  reasons,  the  proposals  that -would 
allow  two  or  more  cooperative 
associations  or  proprietary  handlers  to 
form  a  reserve  supply  plant  unit  are 
denied. 


b.  Loss  of  pooling  status.  No  change 
should  be  made  in  that  part  of  the  pool 
plant  definition  which  provides  that 
“Failure  of  a  handler  to  comply  with  any 
announced  shipping  requirement 
including  making  any  significant  change 
in  his  marketing  operations  that  the 
market  administrator  determines  has  the 
impact  of  evading  or  forcing  such  an 
announcement  shall  result  in  immediate 
loss  of  pool  status  for  the  plant  *  *  It 
was  proposed  that  the  words  “or 
forcing"  in  this  provision  be  deleted. 
Further,  the  proposal  that  would  cause 
the  loss  of  pool  status  for  all  of  the 
reserve  supply  plants  of  a  handler  if  the 
handler  failed  to  comply  with  any 
announced  shipping  requirement  also 
should  be  denied. 

The  order  now  provides  that  a  reserve 
supply  plant  shall  lose  its  pooling  status 
if  (1)  the  handler  makes  a  significant 
change  in  marketing  operations  that  has 
the  impact  of  causing  a  shortage  of  milk 
for  fluid  use  and  forcing  a  “call’’  or  (2) 
the  handler  fails  to  comply  with  any 
announced  shipping  requirement, 
including  any  significant  change  in 
operations  that  has  the  impact  of 
evading  such  announcement  The  order 
also  provides  that  a  reserve  supply  plant 
that  loses  pool  status  in  this  manner 
may  not  qualify  again  as  a  reserve 
supply  plant  for  one  year.  Each  of  these 
provisions  refers  only  to  the  handler’s 
individual  plant  that  is  involved  in  the 
described  action. 

Land  O’  Lakes  proposed  that  the 
words  “or  forcing”  in  §  1068.7(d)(4)(iii) 
be  deleted.  LOL’s  witness  testified  that 
this  is  an  ambiguous  provision  which 
has  never  been  used.  Mid-Am  and  AMPl 
also  supported  the  proposal.  Six 
proprietary  handlers  and  Kraft  opposed 
it. 

Proponent’s  witness  is  correct  in 
saying  that  the  market  administrator  has 
never  depooled  a  reserve  supply  plant 
because  a  handler  forced  a  calL 
However,  this  does  not  mean  that  the 
provision  has  had  no  impact  on 
marketing  conditions.  Situations  may 
well  have  occurred  where  a  reserve 
supply  plant  handler  considered 
withdrawing  some  deliveries  to  pool 
distributing  plants  to  force  a  call  but 
didn’t  take  that  course  of  action  due  to 
this  provision.  Testimony  on  the  record 
indicated  that  there  has  been 
outstanding  cooperation  among  handlers 
and  the  market  administrator  in  assuring 
that  pool  distributing  plants  have 
sufficient  milk  to  fill  their  Class  1 
requirements  without  the  necessity  of 
the  market  administrator  issuing  a  call. 
Deletion  of  this  provision  frrom  the  order 
could  undermine  the  continuation  of 
such  cooperation  because  a  single 
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handler  could  then  take  certain  actions 
that  would  force  the  market 
administrator  to  issue  a  call.  The  record 
evidence  indicates  that  handlers,  in 
general,  prefer  to  ship  milk  voluntarily 
to  distributing  plants  rather  than  be 
required  to  ship  in  response  to  a  call. 

The  provision  tends  to  reinforce  this 
marketing  preference. 

Proponent’s  witness  also  claimed  that 
this  provision  is  ambiguous  and  that  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  define  exactly 
what  constitutes  “forcing  a  call”.  He 
said  that  if  a  reserve  supply  plant 
handler  stopped  delivering  milk  to  a 
pool  distributing  plant  it  would  be  very 
difficult  to  determine  whether  it  was 
because  the  buyer  and  seller  could  not 
agree  on  the  terms  of  sale  or  whether  it 
was  because  the  seller  was  attempting 
to  cause  a  shortage  of  milk  which  would 
force  the  market  administrator  to  issue  a 
call,  in  which  case  other  plants  might  be 
required  to  supply  milk  to  the  market.  It 
is  true  that  it  might  be  difficult  to 
determine  the  real  reason  for  the 
cessation  of  many  transactions. 
However,  there  could  be  instances 
where  the  reason  is  absolutely  clear  that 
the  reserve  supply  plant  handler  ceased 
delivering  milk  to  a  pool  distributing 
plant  for  the  sole  purpose  of  forcing  the 
market  administrator  to  issue'  a  call.  As 
described  elsewhere  in  this  decision, 
allowing  a  handler  to  force  a  call  could 
undermine  the  outstanding  cooperation 
which  has  existed  among  handlers  in 
supplying  milk  to  the  market,  and  could 
lead  to  disorderly  or  chaotic  marketing 
conditions. 

The  witness  for  LOL  indicated  that  a 
handler  who  is  shipping  less  milk  than 
the  market  average  is  more  responsible 
for  forcing  a  call  than  is  a  handler  who 
is  shipping  more  milk  than  the  market 
average  but  who  reduces  his  shipments 
to  the  fluid  market.  The  LOL  witness 
stated  that  reduced  performance  is  a 
serious  competitive  problem  in  the 
Upper  Midwest  market  and  that  there 
are  occasions  when  forcing  a  call  is 
justified  to  assure  more  equitable 
performance.  LOL  apparently  believes 
that  all  reserve  supply  plants  should 
ship  about  the  same  proportion  of  their 
milk  supply  to  distributing  plants. 

It  is  not  intended  that  each  pool 
reserve  supply  plant  should  ship  milk  to 
distributing  plants  on  a  regular  basis.  In 
the  Assistant  Secretary's  1976  decision 
adopting  the  Upper  Midwest  order,  it 
was  found  that  in  the  interest  of 
continuing  orderly  marketing,  pooling 
standards  were  needed  in  the  merged 
order  that  would  accommodate  the 
pooling  of  most  of  the  Grade  A  milk 
produced  within  the  marketing  area.  To 
accomplish.that  objective,  the  Assistant 


Secretary  adopted  the  present  pool 
reserve  supply  plant  provisions.  In 
essence,  they  provide  that  any  plant 
located  in  the  marketing  area  which 
receives  Grade  A  milk  from  dairy 
farmers  may  be  a  pool  plant  if  it  meets 
certain  requirements,  llie  chief 
requirement  is  that  it  has  shipped  a  load 
of  milk  to  a  distributing  plant  regulated 
under  a  Federal  order.  Further 
shipments  are  not  required  unless  the 
market  administrator  issues  a  call.  If  it 
had  been  intended  that  a  reserve  supply 
plant  should  make  regular  shipments, 
the  order  presumably  would  have 
required  minimum  monthly  shipping 
standards. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  also  foimd 
that  to  enable  the  market  administrator 
to  determine  the  appropriate  level  of 
shipping  performance  to  announce  in  the 
event  of  a  call,  and  to  insure  that  plant 
operators  respond  to  an  announced  call 
for  milk  as  contemplated  under  these 
provisions,  certain  actions  otherwise 
open  to  a  handler  must  be  precluded. 
Thus,  the  Assistant  Secretary  concluded 
that  any  change  in  a  handler’s  marketing 
operations  which  has  the  impact  of 
either  evading  or  forcing  a  call  should 
result  in  immediate  loss  of  pool  status 
for  the  plant  as  a  reserve  supply  plant. 

The  hearing  record  indicated  that  the 
market  has  an  ample  supply  of  reserve 
milk.  During  1979  and  1980,  only  20 
percent  and  18  percent,  respectively,  of 
the  producer  milk  pooled  under  the 
order  was  used  as  Class  I  milk.  Under 
such  circumstances,  requiring  a  pool 
reserve  supply  plant  to  make  regular 
minimum  shipments  to  pool  distributing 
plants  could  cause  uneconomic 
movements  of  milk  solely  to  assure 
continued  pool  status  for  the  reserve 
supply  plant.  These  uneconomic 
movements  of  milk  could  result  if  the 
words  “or  forcing”  were  removed  from 
this  provision  and  a  reserve  supply  plant 
handler  could  force  the  market 
administrator  to  issue  a  call  without 
concern  that  his  reserve  supply  plant 
w(3uld  lose  its  pool  status.  Thus,  orderly 
marketing  would  not  be  promoted  if  a 
handler  could  alter  his  marketing 
practices  to  cause  a  shortage  of  milk  for 
Class  I  uses,  thus  forcing  the  market 
administrator  to  issue  a  call.  Permitting 
a  reserve  supply  plant  handler  to  have 
such  an  alternative  at  his  disposal  not 
only  would  end  the  beneficial 
cooperation  that  has  prevailed  in  the 
market  but  also  it  could  lead  to 
disorderly  or  possibly  chaotic  marketing 
conditions  in  the  Upper  Midwest 
market.  For  these  reasons,  it  would  not 
be  appropriate  to  change  the  provisions 
as  requested.  Accordingly,  the  proposal 
is  denied. 


LOL  also  proposed  that  if  a  handler 
failed  to  comply  with  an  announced 
shipping  requirement  with  respect  to 
any  of  his  reserve  supply  plants  then  all 
such  plants  of  the  handler  would  lose 
their  pool  status  as  reseve  supply  plants. 
LOL’s  witness  stated  that  if  a  hanffier  is 
not  willing  to  meet  the  shipping 
requirements  with  respect  to  one  of  his 
reserve  supply  plants  then  it  jnust  be 
assumed  the  handler  would  not  be 
willing  to  do  so  with  respect  to  his  other 
reserve  supply  plants,  including  those 
plants  that  are  located  outside  the  call 
area.  AMPI,  Mid-Am,  Farmers  Union 
and  six  proprietary  handlers  opposed 
the  proposal. 

The  record  evidence  does  not  support 
LOL’s  position  on  this  point.  AMPI 
operates  a  reserve  supply  plant  in 
Duluth,  Minnesota,  that  supplies  milk  to 
the  Duluth  fluid  market.  If  a  call  were 
issued,  with  the  call  area  similar  to  the 
area  included  in  the  September  1978 
call,  it  would  not  include  AMPl’s  Duluth 
reserve  supply  plant.  If  AMPI  failed  to 
meet  the  minimum  shipping  requirement 
of  one  of  its  reserve  supply  plants  that 
was  subject  to  the  call,  ffie  loss  of  that 
plant’s  pool  status  should  not  affect  the 
pool  status  of  AMPI's  Duluth  plant 
because  the  Duluth  plant  is  supplying  a 
fluid  market.  To  provide  otherwise 
would  unduly  penalize  the  Duluth 
reserve  supply  plant  which  had  no 
association  with  the  call  area. 

The  LOL  witness  also  said  that 
without  such  a  provision  a  multi-plant 
handler  could  associate  his  producers 
with  one  of  his  reserve  supply  plants 
that  is  located  outside  the  call  area.  In 
this  way,  he  said,  the  handler  could 
avoid  shipping  any  milk  to  pool 
distributing  plants  in  response  to  the 
call  while  keeping  his  producer  milk 
supplies  pooled  imder  the  order.  The 
witness  said  that  the  proposal  would 
prevent  handlers  from  circumventing  the 
call  in  this  manner. 

The  exhibits  prepared  by  the  market 
administrator  indicated  that  this 
probably  would  be  a  rather  expensive 
transfer  of  producer  milk  for  all  multi¬ 
reserve  supply  plant  handlers,  except 
LOL.  Based  on  the  September  1978  call 
area,  it  appears  that,  except  for  LOL,  the 
nearest  reserve  supply  plant  of  any 
handler  located  outside  the  call  area  to 
a  reserve  supply  plant  of  the  same 
handler  located  within  the  call  area 
would  be  at  least  80  miles.  This  is  the 
distance  from  AMPI's  plant  at  Turtle 
Lake,  Wisconsin  (inside  the  1978  call 
area]  and  its  plant  at  Hinckley, 
Minnesota  (outside  the  1978  call  area). 
For  LOL,  the  distance  is  only  about  30 
miles  between  its  plant  at  Milaca, 
Minnesota  (inside  the  1978  call  area) 
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and  its  plant  at  Pine  City,  Minnesota 
(outside  the  1978  call  area).* 

The  pooling  standards  established 
under  the  Upper  Midwest  order  relate  to 
the  performance  by  individual  plants  of 
a  handler,  regardless  of  whether  the 
plants  are  being  qualified  for  pool  status 
as  distributing  plants,  supply  plants  or 
reserve  supply  plants.  The  Assistant 
Secretary,  in  his  1976  decision,  stated 
that  each  reserve  supply  plant  operated 
by  a  handler  must  qualify  on  its  own 
performance,  even  though  to  implement 
operating  efficiency  qualifying 
shipments  need  not  originate  from  the 
plant  on  which  a  call  is  made.  Thus,  it 
would  not  be  appropriate  to  provide  that 
*all  of  the  reserve  supply  plants  of  a 
handler  lose  their  pool  status  as  reserve 
supply  plants  in  the  event  the  handler 
failed  to  meet  the  minimum  shipping 
percentage  with  respect  to  one  of  his 
plants.  Accordingly,  the  proposal  is 
denied. 

Issue  No.  2.  Handler  definition. 

Section  1068.9(c)  of  the  handler 
definition  should  be  revised  to  include  a 
cooperative  association  that  receives 
bulk  tank  milk  at  a  producer’s  farm  for 
delivery  to  its  own  pool  plant.  Also, 

§  1068.9(b]  should  be  revised  to  include 
a  cooperative  association  that  diverts 
milk  from  its  own  pool  plant. 

The  present  handler  dehnition 
provides  in  §  1068.9(c]  that  a 
cooperative  association  shall  be  the 
handler  for  milk  that  it  receives  for  its 
account  from  the  farm  of  a  producer  for 
delivery  to  the  pool  plant  of  another 
handler  in  a  tank  truck  owned  and 
operated  by,  or  under  the  control  of, 
such  cooperative.  Also,  a  cooperative 
association  is  the  handler  under 
§  1068.9(b]  for  producer  milk  that  it 
diverts  to  a  nonpool  plant  from  the  pool 
plant  of  another  handler.  For  milk  that  is 
received  at  or  diverted  from  the  pool 
plant  of  a  cooperative  association,  the 
order  provides  that  such  receipts  and 
diversions  shall  be  reported  on  an 
individual  plant  basis  in  the  same  way 
that  proprietary  handlers  report  receipts 
and  diversions  for  their  plants. 

Land  O’  Lakes,  which  operates  two 
distributing  plants  and  eight  reserve 
supply  plants  that  are  regulated  under 
the  order,  proposed  the  adopted  changes 
to  simplify  its  accounting  for  skim  milk 
and  butterfat.  LOL  claimed  that  these 
changes  would  allow  it  to  include  in  a 
single  report  information  that  now  must 
be  segregated  for  inclusion  in  several 
reports. 


'OHicial  Notice  is  taken  of  the  "Standard 
Highway  Mileage  Guide"  issued  by  Rand  McNally 
and  Company,  Chicago/New  York/San  Francisco. 
Copyright  1978. 


The  proposal  was  opposed  by  six 
proprietary  handlers  who  expressed 
concern  that  the  proposal  might  permit 
cooperative  associations  to  shift  the 
burden  of  supplying  milk  for  the  fluid 
market  to  proprietary  handlers. 

The  order  should  permit  a  cooperative 
association  to  submit  a  single  report  that 
includes  all  of  its  receipts  of  milk  from 
producers  and  all  of  its  diverted  milk, 
irrespective  of  whether  the  milk  is 
associated  with  the  plants  of  other 
handlers  or  with  the  cooperative’s  own 
plants.  The  proponent  cooperative 
association  maintains  at  its 
headquarters  records  of  its  total 
procurement  for  the  market.  Such 
information  includes  the  total  pounds 
and  butterfat  test  of  milk  received  from 
each  producer  and  data  regarding 
deliveries  of  such  milk  to  pool  plants 
and  diversions  to  nonpool  plants.  Since 
different  loads  of  milk  from  the  same 
group  of  producers  may  go  to  several 
different  plants  during  the  month 
(including  the  cooperative’s  own  pool 
distributing  plants  and  pool  reserve 
supply  plants,  nonpool  plants  and 
conceivably  pool  plants  of  other 
handlers),  it  is  necessary  for  the 
cooperative  to  determine  which  loads  of 
milk  were  associated  with  each  of  its 
own  pool  plants,  including  diversions 
from  such  plants  to  nonpool  plants.  This 
information  is  then  added  to  the 
information  contained  in  the 
cooperative’s  individual  plant’s  report. 

Proponent  operates  a  pool  distributing 
plant  at  St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  and  a  pool 
reserve  supply  plant  and  nonpool 
manufacturing  plant  at  Pine  City, 
Minnesota.  Milk  received  from  the  same 
group  of  producers  can  be  received  at  all 
three  plants  during  the  same  month. 
Presently,  it  is  necessary  for  proponent 
to  track  the  movement  of  milk  from 
individual  producers  because  receipts  at 
the  distributing  plant  must  be  kept 
separate  from  the  receipts  at  the  reserve 
supply  plant  and  any  diversions  to  the 
nonpool  plant  must  be  included  in  the 
report  for  the  pool  plant  of  last  receipt. 
Specifying  that  the  cooperative 
association  shall  be  a  handler  pursuant 
to  §  1068.9  (b)  and  (c)  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  milk  received  at  producers’ 
farms  for  delivery  to  its  own  pool  plants 
or  diverted  from  such  plants  to  nonpool 
plants  would  eliminate  this  extra 
bookkeeping  expense. 

Making  a  cooperative  association  the 
9(c)  handler  On  deliveries  of  milk  to  its 
own  distributing  plant  also  would  permit 
these  deliveries  to  be  counted  as 
qualifying  shipments  from  its  reserve 
supply  plant  in  the  event  of  a'  call.  This 
would  comport  with  the  findings  made 
previously  in  this  decision  that  all 


deliveries  of  milk  by  a  handler  to  pOol 
distributing  plants  in  the  call  area 
should  receive  credit  towards  meeting 
the  minimum  shipping  requirement  of 
the  handler’s  reserve  supply  plant.  To 
the  extent  that  these  9(c)  deliveries  by  a 
cooperative  association  to  its  own 
distributing  plant  would  reduce  the 
amount  of  milk  the  cooperative  would 
have  to  ship  to  distributing  plants  from 
its  reserve  supply  plant  to  meet  the 
minimum  shipping  percentage,  that 
quantity  of  milk  would  have  to  be 
delivered  by  reserve  supply  plants  of 
other  handlers.  However,  ^is  would  not 
shift  the  burden  of  supplying  milk  for 
fluid  use  to  other  handlers,  as  contended 
by  opponents.  Rather,  it  would  merely 
be  recognizing  all  of  the  deliveries  to  the 
fluid  market  that  were  already  being 
made  ))y  a  cooperative  association.  The 
provisions  adopted  herein  plus  the 
provisions  adopted  in  Issue  No.  1  would 
recognize  all  of  a  cooperative 
association’s  deliveries  to  distributing 
plants  in  the  call  area  that  are  needed 
for  fluid  use. 

Issue  No.  3.  Pricing  zones.  The  pricing 
zones  contained  n  §  1068.52(a)  should  be 
revised  by  deleting  Washington  Coimty, 
Minnesota,  from  the  list  of  counties 
included  in  Zone  2  (minus  6  cents 
location  adjustment).  This  would  cause 
Washington  Coimty  to  be  included 
within  Zone  1  (no  location  adjustment). 

The  order  now  prescribes  four  pricing 
zones,  with  Zone  1  including  all  the 
territory  both  inside  and  outside  the 
marketing  area  that  is  not  speciHcally 
included  in  Zones  2,  3,  and  4.  No 
location  adjustment  applies  in  Zone  1,  a 
minus  6-cent  location  adjustment 
applies  in  Zone  2  and  larger  minus  ' 
location  adjustments  apply  in  Zones  3 
and  4. 

Land  O’  Lakes  proposed  the  change 
that  is  adopted  because,  its  witness 
said,  there  now  is  a  pool  distributing 
plant  located  in  that  county  at 
Woodbury  and  the  plant  operator  must 
pay  the  Zone  1  price  to  obtain  a  supply 
of  milk  for  his  Class  1  bottling  needs. 
There  was  no  opposition  to  the 
proposal. 

Washington  County,  Minnesota, 
presently  in  Zone  2,  is  located  east  of 
and  adjacent  to  Ramsey  County  (where 
the  City  of  St.  Paul  is  located),  which  is 
in  Zone  1.  In  the  Assistant  Secretary’s 
1976  merger  decision,  it  was  found  diat 
with  respect  to  the  major  population 
centers  of  Minneapolis-St.  Paul  and 
Rochester,  Minnesota,  the  highest  priced 
zone  (Zone  1)  should  be  restricted  to 
only  the  three  counties  in  which  these 
population  centers  were  located  (the 
counties  of  Heimepin,  Ramsey  and 
Olmsted)  because  there  was  enough 
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Grade  A  milk  available  in  the  counties 
bordering  these  3  counties  to  provide  all 
of  the  fluid  milk  consumed  there,  plus  an 
ample  reserve.  Further,  with  specific 
reference  to  Washington  Coimty,  it  was 
found  that  since  there  were  no  plants 
located  in  that  county  there  was  no  need 
to  include  it  in  Zone  1. 

The  hearing  record  of  the  current 
proceeding  indicates  that  conditions 
have  changed  sufficiently  in  Washington 
County  to  justify  reevaluating  the  1976 
decision  concerning  the  inclusion  of  that 
county  in  Zone  1.  'l^ere  now  is  a  pool 
distributing  plant  located  in  that  county 
at  Woodbury,  which  is  a  suburb  less 
than  10  miles  from  St.  Paul.  The 
population  of  Washington  Coimty  has 
increased  from  83,000  in  1970  to  113,700 
in  1980  (a  37  percent  increase)  while  the 
number  of  farms  in  that  county  that  are 
marketing  mUk,  as  reported  by  the 
Minnesota  Crop  and  Livestock 
Reporting  Service,  has  decreased  from 
184  in  1974  to  only  77  in  1980  (a  58 
percent  decrease).  An  exhibit 
introduced  at  the  hearing  indicated  that 
Washington  County  is  one  of  the  five 
counties  that  comprise  the  sorcalled 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul  metropolitan  area. 
The  Woodbury  plant  competes  for  fluid 
sales  throughout  this  metropolitan  area 
with  the  three  handlers  located  in  St. 
Paul. 

On  the  supply  side,  the  Woodbury 
plant  also  must  compete  with  the  St. 

Paul  plants  for  a  supply  of  milk.  There 
are  no  producers  in  Ramsey  County  (St. 
Paul),  and  in  December  1980  the 
producers  located  in  Washington 
County  delivered  less  than  3.5  million 
pounds  of  milk.  This  amount  of  milk  was 
far  short  of  the  quimtity  needed  at  these 
four  distributing  plants.  It  costs  about 
the  same  to  transport  milk  to  Woodbury 
as  it  does  to  transport  milk  to  St.  Paul 
because  they  are  less  than  10  miles 
apart.  The  record  established  that  the 
operator  of  the  Woodbury  plant  pays 
the  Zone  1  price  for  its  supply  of  milk, 
all  of  which  comes  from  reserve  supply 
plants.  To  assure  the  Woodbury 
distributing  plant  of  an  adequate  supply 
of  milk  for  its  Class  I  needs,  the  same 
class  I  price  is  required  at  this  plant  as 
is  required  at  distributing  plants  located 
in  Ramsey  County.  This  Class  I  price  is 
necessary  because  of  Woodbiuy’s 
proximity  to  St  Paul  and  because 
Wood^ry  is  within  the  metropolitan 
area,  (te  the  basis  of  this  record,  it  is 
concluded  that  Washington  County 
should  be  included  in  tlte  area  subject  to 
Zone  1  prices. 

Issue  No.  4.  Date  of  partial  payment 
The  order  should  be  revised  to  provide 
that  on  or  before  the  4th  day  after  the 
month  handlers  shall  make  a  partial 


payment  for  milk  received  during  the 
flrst  15  days  of  the  month  from 
producers  for  whom  a  cooperative 
association  is  not  collecting  payments 
and  who  have  not  discontinued  shipping 
milk  to  such  handlers.  The  partial 
payment  to  such  producers  should  be  at 
a  rate  that  is  not  less  than  the  uniform 
price  for  the  preceding  month  adjusted 
by  the  butteifat  differential  for  that 
month.  Partial  payments  to  cooperative 
associations  shodd  continue  to  be 
required  on  or  before  the  25th  day  of  the 
month  for  milk  received  by  handlers 
during  the  first  15  days  of  that  month. 

Presently,  the  order  specifles  that 
handlers  shall  make  a  partial  payment 
to  producers  and  to  cooperative 
associations  by  the  25th  day  of  the 
month  for  milk  received  during  the  first 
15  days  of  that  month.  The  rate  of 
partial  payment  is  the  uniform  price  for 
the  preceding  month  adjusted  by  that 
month's  butterfat  differential.  As 
described  later,  these  provisions  have 
been  suspended  since  November  1976 
with  respect  to  partial  payments  to 
producers  for  whom  a  cooperative  is  not 
collecting  payments.  Final  payment  is 
due  by  the  18th  of  the  following  month. 
The  only  change  in  these  provisions 
would  be  the  date  of  partial  payment  to 
producers  for  whom  a  cooperative 
association  is  not  collecting  payments. 

Six  proprietary  handlers  proposed  the 
adopted  change.  Their  witness  testified 
that  producers  who  ship  milk  to  these 
handlers  prefer  receiving  payments  that 
are  spaced  about  15  days  apart.  The ' 
hearing  notice  also  contained  a  proposal 
by  Clover  Leaf  Creamery  from  Marigold 
Foods,  Inc.,  that  the  partial  payment 
date  to  nonmember  producers  be  the  3rd 
day  of  the  following  month.  At  the 
hearing.  Clover  Leaf  withdrew  support 
of  its  proposal  and  joined  in  support  of 
the  proposal  made  by  the  six  other 
proprietary  handlers.  A  representative 
of  Fanners  Union  testified  in  support  of 
the  initial  Clover  Leaf  proposal  that  the 
date  of  partial  payment  to  nonmember 
producers  be  the  3rd  day  of  the 
following  month. 

Many  of  the  producers  who  were 
brought  under  the  merged  order  when  it 
became  effective  on  June  1, 1978,  had 
been  accustomed  to  receiving  payments 
15  days  apart  They  preferred  su^ 
payments  to  the  payment  dates  of  the 
18th  and  25th  of  the  month  that  were 
established  for  the  merged  order.  To 
accommodate  these  pr^ucers,  the 
pertinent  provisions  of  the  order  have 
been  suspended  since  November  1976  so 
that  payments  could  be  made  about  15 
days  apart.  Hie  present  suspension 
expires  April  30, 1962.  The  suspensions 
have  been  limited  to  payments  to 


producers  for  whom  a  cooperative  was 
not  collecting  payments. 

The  record  evidence  indicates  that 
during  the  approximately  4Vi-year 
period  (November  1976-April  1981)  that 
this  provision  has  been  suspended,  most 
handlers  have  paid  a  partial  payment  to 
their  individual  producers  on  either  the 
2nd,  3rd  or  4th  day  of  the  following 
month.  No  partial  payments  have  been 
made  later  than  the  4th  day  of  the 
following  month. 

The  witness  for  Fanners  Union 
testified  that  during  that  short  period  of 
time  in  1976  (Jime  through  October  1976) 
when  produers  were  paid  a  partial 
payment  on  the  25th  day  of  the  month, 
most  of  them  were  dissatisfied.  He  said  , 
this  was  only  one  week  after  the 
producers  had  received  the  final 
payment  for  their  previous  month’s  milk. 
He  said  that  the  new  payment  schedule 
upset  producers’  procedures  for  paying 
their  bills  and  for  their  trips  to  the  bank. 
Since  the  issuance  of  the  suspensions, 
he  said,  producers  have  been  paid  about 
every  15  days  and  this  is  the  payment 
schedule  they  prefer. 

The  witness  for  six  proprietary 
handlers  testified  that  payment  to 
producers  at  15-day  intervals  provides  a 
more  practical,  uniform,  timely  and 
understandable  basis  for  paying 
producers.  Also,  he  said,  it  relieves 
handlers  of  the  burden  of  issuing  two 
payrolls  only  one  week  apart  He 
pointed  out  that  the  adoption  of  the 
proposal  would  eliminate  the  need  for 
future  suspensions  of  this  provision. 

The  hearing  record  established  that 
the  present  provision  requiring  handlers 
to  make  a  partial  payment  to  individual 
producers  on  the  25ffi  day  of  the  month 
does  not  promote  the  orderly  marketing 
of  milk  in  the  Upper  Midwest  market 
and,  for  that  reason,  it  has  been 
suspended  since  1976.  It  is  appropriate 
to  revise  the  date  of  partial  payment  to 
individual  producers.  Adopting  the  4th 
day  of  the  following  month  as  the  date 
of  partial  payment,  rather  than  the  3rd, 
would  include  all  of  the  dates  described 
on  the  record  on  which  partial  payments 
have  been  made  during  the  4V^  years 
this  provision  has  been  suspended. 
Handlers  preferring  to  make  partial 
payments  on  either  the  2nd  or  3rd  day  of 
the  following  month  could  continue  that 
practice.  If  the  3rd  day  of  the  following 
month  were  adopted,  then  handlers  now 
making  partial  payments  on  the  4th  day 
would  have  to  change  their  partial 
payment  date  to  the  3rd.  The  record 
evidence  indicated  that  producers  are 
satisfied  with  the  various  dates  on 
which  they  now  are  receiving  their 
partial  payments,  regardless  of  whether 
it  is  the  2nd,  3rd.  or  4th  day  of  the 
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following  month.  There  are  no 
compelling  reasons  to  make  handlers 
presently  paying  on  the  4th  to  switch  to 
the  3rd  as  the  date  for  making  partial 
payments  to  their  individual  producers. 
Accordingly,  the  proposal  to  establish 
the  4th  day  of  the  following  month  as 
the  date  for  making  a  partial  payment  to 
producers  who  are  not  being  paid  by  a 
cooperative  association  should  be 
adopted. 

To  fully  incorporate  the  adopted  date 
of  partial  payment  to  producers  who  are 
not  being  paid  by  a  cooperative 
association,  it  also  is  necessary  to  revise 
the  language  in  several  other  provisions 
within  the  payment  section.  Such 
changes  are  corollary  in  nature  and  do 
not  involve  any  substantive  change  in 
the  intended  application  of  that  section. 
Also,  in  paragraph  (c)  of  §  1068.73,  the 
reference  to  “§  1068.52”  is  revised  to 
read  “§  1068.75.”  This  revision  corrects 
a  typographic  error  in  the  section 
reference  that  refers  to  the  section 
concerning  plant  location  adjustments 
for  producers  and  on  nonpool  milk. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were 
considered  in  making  the  findings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  above.  To  the 
extent  that  the  suggested  findings  and 
conclusions  filed  by  interested  parties 
are  inconsistent  with  the  findings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  herein,  the 
requests  to  make  such  findings  or  reach 
such  conclusions  are  denied  for  the 
reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

General  Findings 

Findings  and  determinations 
hereinafter  set  forth  are  supplementary 
and  in  addition  to  the  findings  and 
determinations  previously  made  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  the 
aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and 
determinations  are  hereby  ratified  and 
affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as 
determined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 


feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  in  the  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  the 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect 
the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk, 
and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  will  regulate  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  same  maimer  as,  and  will  be 
applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Recommended  Marketing  Agreement 
and  Order  Amending  the  Order 

The  recommended  marketing 
agreement  is  not  included  in  this 
decision  because  the  regulatory 
provisions  thereof  would  be  the  same  as 
those  contained  in  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended.  The  following 
order  amending  the  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Upper  Midwest  marketing  area  is 
recommended  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  by  which  the 
foregoing  conclusions  may  be  carried 
out: 

PART  1068— MILK  IN  THE  UPPER 
MIDWEST  MARKETING  AREA 

1.  In  §  1068.7,  paragraph  (d)(4)(ii)^o^  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1068.7  Pool  plant. 
***** 

(d) *  *  * 

(4)  *  *  * 

(ii)  *  *  * 

(a)  Qualifying  shipments  to  pool 
distributing  plants  within  the  call  area 
may  originate  from  any  plant  or 
producer  milk  supplies  of  the  handler 
provided  that  shipments  from  sources 
other  than  the  plant(s)  subject  to  the  call 
and  milk  supplies  for  which  a 
cooperative  association  is  the  handier 
pursuant  to  §  1068.9(c)  must  be  in 
addition  to  any  shipments  already  being 
made  by  the  handler  and  may  not  result 
from- shifting  milk  supplies  from  a  poll 
distributing  plant  outside  the  call  area  to 
one  within  the  call  area;  and 
***** 

§  1068.9  [Amended] 

2.  Section  1068.9  is  amended  by 
removing  the  language  “of  another 
handler”  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c). 


§1068.52  [Amended] 

3.  Section  1068.52(a)(2)(i)  is  amended 
by  removing  the  word  “Washington”. 

4.  In  §  1068.73,  paragraphs  (a),  (d)  and 
the  introductory  text  of  paragraph  (c) 
preceding  subparagraph  (1)  are  revised 
and  a  new  paragraph  (a-1)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1068.73  Payments  to  producers  and  to 
cooperative  associations. 

***** 

(a)  On  or  before  the  25th  day  of  the 
month,  each  handler  shall  pay  for  skim 
milk  and  butterfat  received  during  the 
Hrst  15  days  of  the  month  from  a 
cooperative  association: 

(1)  That  is  a  handler  pursuant  to 

§  1068.9(a),  at  not  less  than  the  Class  I 
price  for, the  month  at  the  location  of  the 
transferee  or  transferor  plant,  whichever 
is  higher,  adjusted  by  the  butterfat 
differential  for  the  preceding  month; 

(2)  That  is  a  handler  pursuant  to 

§  1068.9(c),  at  not  less  Uian  the  uniform 
price  at  his  plant  location  for  the 
preceding  month,  adjusted  by  the 
butterfat  differential  for  the  preceding 
month;  and 

(3)  That  is  not  a  handler  but  which  is 
authorized  to  collect  payment  on  behalf 
of  its  member  producers  and  has 
requested  that  payment  be  made  to  it  in 
aggregate,  at  not  less  than  the  uniform 
price  at  his  plant  location  for  the 
preceding  month,  adjusted  by  the 
butterfat  differential  for  the  preceding 
month. 

(a-1)  On  or  before  the  4th  day  after 
the  end  of  the  month,  each  handler  shall 
pay  for  skim  milk  and  butterfat  received 
during  the  first  15  days  of  the  month 
from  a  producer  for  whom  payment  is 
not  being  made  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  and  who  has  not 
discontinued  shipping  to  such  handler, 
at  not  less  than  the  uniform  price  at  his 
plant  location  for  the  preceding  month, 
adjusted  by  the  butterfat  differential  for 
the  preceding  month. 
***** 

(c)  On  or  before  the  18th  day  after  the 
end  of  the  month,  each  handler  shall 
make  payment  at  not  less  than  the 
uniform  price  for  the  month,  as  adjusted 
by  the  butterfat  differential  specified  in 
§  1068.74  and  location  adjustments 
speciHed  in  §  1068.75,  for  all  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  received  during  the  month 
(less  the  partial  payment  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (a-1)  of  this  section) 
to: 

***** 

(d)  In  making  payments  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (a)(2)  and  (3).  (a-1)  and  (c) 
of  this  section,  deductions  may  be  made 
for  marketing  services  pursuant  to 
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§  1068.86  and  for  any  proper  deductions 
authorized  by  the  producer.  In  the  event 
a  handler  has  not  received  full  payment 
from  the  market  administrator  pursuant 
to  §  1068.72  by  the  18th  day  of  the 
month,  he  may  reduce  pro  rata  his 
payments  to  producers  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (c)  by  not  more  than  the 
amount  of  such  underpayment. 
Following  receipt  of  the  balance  due 
from  the  market  administrator,  the 
handler  shall  complete  payments  to 
producers  not  later  than  the  next 
payment  date  provided  imder  this 
section. 

***** 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  on  October  27, 
1981. 

William  T.  Manley. 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31662  Plied  10-36-81;  6:45  iud| 
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7  CFR  Part  1135 
[Docket  No.  AO-380-A1  ] 

Milk  in  the  Southwestern  Idaho* 
Eastern  Oregon  Marketing  Area; 
Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written 
Exceptions  on  Proposed  Amendments 
to  Tentative  Marketing  Agreement  and 
to  Order 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMANV:  This  decision  recommends 
changes  to  certain  provisions  of  the 
Southwestern  Idaho-Eastern  Oregon 
milk  marketing  order  based  on 
proposals  by  two  cooperative 
associations  that  were  considered  at  a 
public  hearing  held  July  15, 1981,  in 
Boise,  Idaho.  The  recommended  changes 
would  modify  the  basis  for  pooling  a 
distributing  plant  and  would  permit 
more  milk  when  not  needed  for  fluid 
(bottling]  use  to  move  directly  from 
farms  to  nonpool  manufacturing  plants 
and  still  be  priced  under  the  order.  The 
recommend^  changes  are  necessary  to 
reflect  current  marketing  conditions  and 
to  assure  orderly  marketing  in  the  area. 
date:  Conunents  are  due  on  or  before 
November  23, 1981. 
address:  Comments  (four  copies) 
should  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk. 
Room  1077,  South  Building,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agiculture,  Washington. 
D.C.  202M. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Maurice  M.  Martin,  Marketing 
Specialist,  Dairy  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 


Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-7183. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMATION:  This 
administrative  action  is  governed  by  the 
provisions  of  Sections  and  557  of 
Title  5  of  United  States  Code  and, 
therefore,  is  excluded  firom  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12291. 

Prior  documents  in  dus  proceeding: 

Notice  of  Hearing:  Issued  June  22,  • 
1981,  published  June  25, 1981  (46  FR 
32873). 

Order  suspending  certain  provisions: 
Issued  August  28, 1981;  published 
September  3. 1981  (46  FR  44147). 

Preliminary  Statement  * 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this 
recommended  decision  with  respect  to 
proposed  amendments  to  the  tentative 
marketing  agreement  and  order  **- 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Southwestern  Idaho-Eastern  Oregon 
marketing  area.  This  notice  in  issued 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  (7  U.C.S.  601  et 
seq.),  and  the  applicable  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  governing  in 
formulation  marketing  agreements 
and  marketing  orders  (CFR  Part  900). 

Interested  parties  may  file  written 
exceptions  to  this  decision  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Room  1077,  South 
Building,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  by 
November  23, 1981.  The  exceptions 
should  be  filed  in  quadruplicate.  All 
writter  submissions  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  proposed  amendments  set  forth 
below  are  based  on  the  record  of  a 
public  hearing  conducted  at  Boise, 
Idaho,  on  July  15, 1981.  Notice  of  such 
hearing  was  issued  June  22, 1981  (46  FR 
32873). 

The  material  issues  on  the  record 
relate  to; 

1.  Pool  plant  qualification  standards 
for  a  distributing  plant 

2.  Diversicm  of  producer  milk. 

3.  Need  for  emergency  actioiL 

1.  Pool  plant  qualification  standards 
for  a  distributing  plant — ^The  provisions 
of  the  order  that  i^ate  to  the  basis  for 
pooling  a  distributing  plant  should  be 
revised. 

Presently,  the  order  provides  that  a 
distributing  plant  shall  qualify  as  a  pool 
plant  if  during  the  month  it  disposes  of 
as  Class  I  milk  at  least  40  percent  of  its 
total  Grade  A  receipts  on  routes  and  at 
least  10  percent  of  such  receipts  on 
routes  in  the  marketing  area.  If  a 
handler  operates  more  than  one 


distributing  plant,  each  plant  must 
qualify  separately  as  a  pool  plant. 

The  order  should  be  Ranged  to 
permit  a  handler  who  operates  two  or- 
more  distributing  plants  to  consider 
them  as  a  unit  for  purposes  of  meeting 
the  40  percent  total  route  disposition 
requirement.  However,  the  order  should 
continue  to  require  that  the  in-area 
distribution  requirement  be  met  by  each 
plant  separately. 

Dairymen's  Creamery  Association 
(DCA)  and  Mountain  Empire  Dairymen's 
Association  (MEDA),  who  represent 
more  than  90  percent  of  the  market’s 
producers,  proposed  that  the  order 
provide  for  unit  pooling  for  distributing 
plants,  if  so  requested  by  the  operator  of 
the  plants.  Under  their  proposal,  the 
receipts  and  disposition  of  each  plant  in 
a  unit  would  be  combined  and  treated 
as  a  single  plant  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  the  unit  meets  the 
total  route  disposition  requirement  for  a 
pool  distributing  plant. 

DCA  is  a  50  percent  owner  of 
Associated  Dairies,  Inc.,  which  operates 
two  distributing  plants  in  the  market  at 
Bosie  and  Twin  Falls,  Idaho.  This  is  the 
only  multi-distributing  plant  operation  in 
market.  In  conjunction  with  its  fluid 
operation  at  Twin  Falls,  the  handler 
maintains  a  substantial  Class  II 
operation  at  the  planL  The  principal  by¬ 
products  made  at  this  plant  include 
cottage  cheese,  ice  cream  mix  and 
various  cream  products.  Most  of  these 
products  are  transferred  to  the  Boise 
plant  for  distribution.  The  Boise  plant 
processes  essentially  Class  I  products. 

Proponents  stated  that  the  adoption  of 
their  proposal  would  eliminate  the  need 
for  the  two  proponent  cooperatives,  in 
pooling  their  member-producers'  milk,  to 
make  uneconomic  and  costly 
movements  of  milk  from  the  Twin  Falls 
plant  to  the'Boise  plant  merely  to  qualify 
the  former  plant  as  a  pool  plant.  In  this 
connection,  proponents'  spokesman 
stated  that  at  the  hearing  held  to 
consider  a  new  order  for  the  area,  it  was 
anticipated  that  each  plant  would 
qualify  separately  as  a  pool  plant  and 
thus  provide  the  means  of  pooling  on  an 
efficient  basis  the  DCA  and  MEDA 
member  milk  available  for  the  market. 
He  pointed  out  that  since  the  close  of 
the  promulgation  hearing  in  February 
1980  there  have  been  changes  in 
marketing  conditions  tihat  necessitate 
the  proposed  modification  in  the  order’s 
distributing  plant  performance 
requirements. 

The  changed  conditions  referred  to  by 
proponents'  witness  include  a  change  in 
the  operations  of  Associated  Dairies' 
plants.  He  pointed  out  tiiat  in  1980  the 
handler  transferred  its  ice  cream  mix 
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production  from  a  Boise  plant  to  the 
Twin  Falls  plant  He  testified  that  as  a 
result  of  this  change,  the  Twin  Fails 
plant  did  not  qualify  as  a  pool 
distributing  plant  in  June  1981  when  the 
new  order  fimt  became  partically 
effective  since  the  plant’s  total  route 
disposition  was  only  37  percent  of  total 
receipts.  The  witness  stated  that  by 
combining  the  receipts  and  distribution 
of  the  Boise  plant  with  the  Twin  Falls 
plant  the  total  route  disposition 
percentage  figure  for  both  plants  was 
over  75  percent  in  June  1981,  well  over 
the  minimiun  40  percent  requirement. 

Proponents  stated  that  the  problem  in 
maintaining  pooling  status  for  the  Twin 
Falls  plant  and  the  member-producer 
supplies  associated  with  the  plant  is 
further  complicated  by  the  buildup  in 
member-producer  supplies  available  for 
pooling  in  the  market.  The  witness  for 
proponents  stated  that  this  change 
occurred  since  the  completion  of  the 
promulgation  hearing  in  February  1980. 
He  contended  that  the  buildup  in 
producer  milk  supplies,  coupled  with  the 
changes  in  the  operation  of  Associated 
Dairies’  plants,  will  impair  the  ability  of 
DCA  and  MEDA  to  maintain  pooling 
status  for  their  member-producer 
supplies.  He  indicated  that  such  pooling 
would  require  shipping  to  the  Boise 
plant  milk  supplies  that  would  normally 
be  pooled  at  the  Associated  Dairies’ 
Twin  Falls  plant.  This  was  described  as 
a  costly  and  inefficient  means  of 
marketing  milk. 

The  proposed  change  in  the  pool 
distributing  plant  definition  should  be 
adopted.  The  record  clearly  establishes 
that  conditions  in  the  market  have 
changed  as  described  by  proponents, 
with  the  result  that  there  is  a  problem 
under  the  order’s  present  provisions  in 
achieving  pooling  status  for  Associated 
Dairies’  Twin  Falls  plant  and  its 
attendant  producer  milk  supplies  in  an 
orderly  and  efficient  manner.  In  fact, 
because  of  the  magnitude  of  the  pooling 
problem  resulting  from  the  current 
marketing  situation,  the  Department 
suspended  a  portion  of  the  pooling 
standards  for  distributing  plants 
beginning  July  1, 1981,  when  the  new 
order  became  fully  effective.  This  action 
temporarily  mitigated  the  pooling 
problem  of  the  involved  handler  and 
cooperative  associations.  However,  the 
record  evidence  establishes  that  the 
pooling  problem  in  question  is  not  of  a 
short  duration.  Accordingly,  the 
proposed  unit  pooling  provision 
applicable  to  distributing  plants  is 
reasonable  and  appropriate  under 
current  marketing  conditions  and  the 
order  should  be  so  amended. 


As  proponents  indicated,  the  shifting 
of  producer  deliveries  between 
Associated  Dairies’  two  plants  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  qualifying  each  plant 
individually  accommodates  the  pooling 
of  their  producer  milk  associated  with 
the  market.  However,  this  practice 
unnecessarily  adds  to  the  cost  of 
handling  and  transporting  the  milk  to  be 
pooled.  Providing  for  unit  pooling  will 
remove  the  need  to  make  uneconomic 
movements  of  milk  solely  for  pooling 
purposes  and  will  allow  the  assignment 
of  producers  to  the  plant  where  it  is 
most  practicable  for  them  to  deliver 
milk. 

Order  provisions  should  not  impede 
the  ability  of  a  multi-plant  handler  to 
achieve  operational  efficiencies  by 
specializing  in  the  processing  of  fluid 
milk  products  in  one  plant  and  by¬ 
products  in  another.  With  unit  pooling, 
as  herein  adopted,  it  will  be  possible  for 
a  multi-plant  handler  to  con^e  certain 
specialized  operations  to  one  plant  in 
order  to  achieve  an  economy  of  scale 
comparable  to  that  which  would  be 
realized  by  maintaining  his  total 
operation  in  one  plant. 

As  indicated  previously,  to  qualify  for 
unit  pooling,  each  distributing  plant  in 
the  unit  would  still  have  to  dispose  of  at 
least  10  percent  of  its  receipts  as  route 
disposition  in  the  marketing  area.  At  the 
hearing,  proponents  requested  that  the 
10  percent  in-area  route  disposition 
requirement  apply  to  the  entire  unit. 
Except  for  making  the  request, 
proponents  did  not  present  any 
testimony  in  support  of  the  request.  In 
fact,  there  was  no  evidence  indicating 
tha  either  of  the  distributing  plants 
operated  by  Associated  Dairies  would 
have  a  problem  meeting  the  10  percent 
in-area  route  disposition  requirement  on 
an  individual  plant  basis. 

As  a  condition  to  qualify'  for  unit 
pooling,  a  handler  would  be  required  to 
notify  the  market  administrator  in 
writing  prior  to  the  first  month  in  which 
plants  are  to  be  considered  as  a  unit  for 
pooling  piuposes.  Unit  pooling  would  be 
continued  in  each  following  month 
without  further  notification.  However,  if 
other  plants  of  the  handler  are  added  to 
or  dropped  fi'om  the  unit,  the  handler 
would  need  to  notify  the  market 
administrator  prior  to  the  month  in 
which  such  change  is  to  be  effective. 

A  proprietary  handler  who  did  not 
testify  at  the  hearing,  in  his  post-hearing 
brief,  opposed  the  unit  pooling  proposal 
on  the  basis  that  proponents’  pooling 
problem  is  temporary  and  that  they 
could  resolve  it  under  existing  order 
provisions.  The  handler  also  expressed 
concern  that  a  unit  pooling  provision 
would  enhance  proponents’  ability  to 


pool  additional  producer  milk  supplies 
with  the  consequences  of  reducing 
producer  returns. 

As  indicated,  the  unit  pooling 
provision  adopted  herein  is  needed  to 
reflect  current  mariieting  conditions  and 
to  insure  orderly  marketing  in  the  area. 

It  is  not  apparent  that  unit  pooling  could 
provide  a  means  of  pooling  any 
significant  quantities  of  additional  milk. 
Although  unit  pooling  would  provide 
proponents  more  flexibility  in  directing 
the  movement  of  milk  from  member- 
producers’  farms  to  the  multi-plant 
handler’s  two  distributing  plantSv 
proponents  coooperatives’  potential  for 
associating  milk  supplies  with  the 
market  actually  woidd  be  no  greater 
whether  the  plants  are  qualified 
individuedly  or  on  a  combined  basis. 

A  proposal  that  would  reduce  the 
total  Class  I  route  disposition 
requirement  for  a  pool  distributing  plant 
fi:om  40  percent  to  30  percent  of  its 
receipts  of  milk  during  the  month  was 
included  in  the  notice  of  hearing.  At  the 
hearing,  proponents  (DCA  and  MEDA) 
abandoned  the  proposal.  No  other  party 
supported  the  proposal.  Accordingly,  no 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposal. 

2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk — ^The 
order  should  be  amended  to  increase  by 
10  percentage  points  the  amount  of 
producer  milk  that  a  cooperative 
association  or  other  hangers  may  divert 
from  pool  plants  to  nonpool  plants. 

The  present  order  provides  that  a 
cooperative  association  may  divert  up  to 
60  percent  of  its  total  member  milk 
received  at  all  pool  plants  or  diverted 
there&om  during  the  months  of 
September  through  February  and  70 
percent  in  other  months.  Similarly,  the 
operator  of  a  pool  plant  or  a  proprietary 
bulk  tank  handler  may  divert  during  the 
months  of  September  through  February 
up  to  60  percent  of  their  producer 
receipts  that  are  not  under  the  control  of 
a  cooperative  association,  and  70 
percent  in  other  months. 

DCA  and  MEDA  proposed  that  the 
limits  on  allowable  diversions  by  a 
cooperative  association  from  pool  plants 
to  nonpool  plants  be  increased  10 
percentage  points.  The  proposal  would 
apply  only  to  cooperative  associations. 
As  proposed,  a  cooperative  association 
would  be  allowed  to  divert  to  nonpool 
plants  up  to  70  percent  of  its  member 
milk  received  at  all  pool  plants  or 
diverted  therefrom  in  the  months  of 
September  through  February  and  80 
percent  in  other  months. 

Proponents’  witness  testified  that  less 
restrictive  diversion  provisions  are 
needed  to  reflect  a  change  in  mariceting 
conditions  that  has  occurred  since  the 
new  order’s  present  diversion 
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limitations  were  developed.  The 
changed  market  situation  cited  by  the 
witness  focused  on  the  recent  buildup  in 
milk  supplies  for  the  market.  He  noted 
that  the  amount  of  milk  available  to  the 
market  by  the  two  cooperatives  in  June 
1981  was  nearly  41  million  pounds 
compared  with  a  June  1978  projection  of 
18  million  pounds.  According  to  the 
witness,  the  substantial  increase  in  the 
cooperatives’  milk  supplies  for  the 
market  is  due  to  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  producers  associated  with  the 
market  and  a  significant  increase  in  milk 
production  by  member-producers  in  the 
major  supply  area  for  the  market. 

Proponents'  witness  maintained  that 
in  view  of  this  change  in  supply 
conditions,  the  current  limits  on 
diversions  to  nonpool  plants  are  unduly 
restrictive  and  should  be  relaxed. 
According  to  the  spokesman,  the 
proposed  change  is  designed  to  enable 
the  proponent  cooperatives  to  pool  their 
available  milk  supplies  without  the  need 
to  move  milk  back  and  forth  between 
plants  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
pool  status  for  their  available  milk 
supplies.  He  added  that  “one  way  or 
another  this  milk  would  get  pooled.” 

Further,  proponents’  spokesman 
claimed  that  the  cooperatives  are  the 
only  handlers  on  the  market  that  need 
an  increase  in  diversion  limitation 
percentages.  According  to  the  witness, 
this  is  because  the  proponent 
cooperatives  alone  provide  the 
balancing  function  for  the  market  since 
all  of  the  market’s  proprietary  handlers 
rely  on  the  cooperatives  to  balance  their 
milk  supplies.  Therefore,  he  concluded, 
proponents’  proposal  to  relax  diversion 
limitations  should  apply  only  to 
cooperative  associations. 

The  record  evidence  establishes  that 
current  marketing  conditions  in  the 
market  are  substantially  different  than 
existed  at  the  time  the  present  diversion 
limitations  were  adopted.  The  current 
provisions  were  adopted  on  the  basis  of 
evidence  presented  at  a  hearing  held 
December  5-8, 1978,  and  February  5-8, 

1980.  Data  placed  in  the  record  show  a 
significant  increase  in  the  amount  of 
milk  available  for  pooling  under  the 
order  since  the  diversion  limitations  in 
question  were  initially  developed. 

As  indicated  by  proponents,  their 
available  milk  supplies  for  pooling 
under  the  new  order  have  increased 
from  a  Jime  1978  projection  of  18  million 
pounds  to  nearly  41  million  for  June 

1981.  In  contrast,  it  was  estimated  in  the 
final  decision  for  the  new  order  (46  FR 
21944)  that  producer  receipts  for  the 
market  would  average  about  27  million 


pounds  monthly,  with  a  40-45  percent 
Class  I  utilization.* 

The  record  shows  that  this 
substantially  greater  volume  of  milk  on 
the  market  ^an  was  projected  initially 
is  largely  because  of  two  factors.  First, 
proponent  cooperatives  have  chosen  to 
associate  more  producers  with  the 
market  than  was  previously 
contemplated.  For  example,  in  June  1978 
the  cooperatives  anticipated  associating 
with  the  new  order  approximately  158 
producers.  Data  for  June  1981  show  that 
they  projected  associating  with  the 
market  a  total  of  279  producers. 

The  second  factor  contributing  to  the 
upsurge  in  milk  supplies  for  the  market 
is  the  substantial  increase  in  milk 
production  by  producers  for  the  market. 
Production  in  die  State  of  Idaho,  for 
example,  was  12  percent  higher  in  1980 
than  in  1979.  MiUc  production  for  the 
first  5  months  of  1981  was  up  over  9 
percent  compared  to  the  same  months  in 

1980.  This  follows  nearly  a  15  percent 
increase  in  milk  production  during  the 
first  5  months  of  1980  firom  the 
comparable  period  in  1979. 

The  record  also  established  that  DCA 
and  MEDA  provide  the  basic  function  of 
balancing  the  market’s  supplies  with  the 
fluid  needs  of  distributing  plants. 
Currently,  milk  fi'om  the  proponent 
cooperatives’  members  accounts  for 
nearly  90  percent  of  the  total  producer 
milk  on  the  market.  With  the  relatively 
few  distributing  plants  operating  in  the 
market,  proponents  are  limited  in 
adjusting  supplies  among  the  plants 
where  it  is  not  needed  for  fluid  use  to 
other  plants  where  it  is  needed. 

In  view  of  the  lurgency  of  the  changed 
market  situation  concerning  the 
market’s  cmrent  supply  situation,  the 
diversion  limitations  were  suspended 
beginning  July  1  when  the  new  order 
became  effective  (46  FR  37237).  As  noted 
previously,  the  total  route  distribution 
requirement  for  distributing  plants  was 
also  suspended  at  the  same  time.  The 
initial  suspension  was  applicable  for 
July  and  August  1981  and  it  was  further 
extended  based  on  the  current  record 
through  December  1981  (46  FR  44147).* 
As  a  result  of  this  action,  about  48 
million  pounds  of  milk  were  pooled 
under  the  order  in  July  1981  (the  first 
month  that  the  order  was  fully  effective) 
and  about  49  million  pounds,  in  August 

1981. *  The  Class  I  utilization  for  July  and 

'  OfTicial  notice  is  taken  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary's  decision,  Docket  No.  AO-.360.  Issued 
April  6. 1981  (46  FR  21944). 

‘Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  issuance  of  these 
two  suspension  orders  by  the  Department  on  July 
15, 1961,  and  August  28, 1981,  respectively. 

‘Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  July  and  August 
1981  "Market  Administrator’s  Report"  for  Federal 
Orders  124, 125,  and  133. 


August  1981  was  16  percent  and  17 
percent,  respectively,  for  the  two 
months. 

From  these  data  and  based  on  the 
evidence  developed  at  the  hearing,  it  is 
apparent  that  proponent  cooperatives 
will  not  be  able  to  meet  the  order’s 
present  diversion  limits.  Accordingly, 
relaxing  the  limits  by  10  percentage 
points,  as  herein  provided,  appears  to  be 
both  appropriate  and  necessary  to  allow 
the  proponent  cooperatives  to  keep  their 
available  milk  supidies  pooled  in  an 
orderly  and  efficient  manner. 

As  noted  elsewhere,  proponents 
indicated  that  their  proposal  to  relax 
diversion  limits  should  apply  only  to 
cooperative  associations.  In  view  of  the 
nature  of  the  supply  situation  in  the 
market,  it  would  appear  that  proprietary 
plant  operators  may  have  a  similar  need 
for  less  restrictive  Aversion  provisions. 
Accordingly,  the  proposed  action  to 
increase  file  limit  on  the  amount  of 
producer  milk  that  may  be  diverted  to 
nonpool  plants  should  apply  also  to 
proprietary  handlers  who  receive 
nonmember  milk. 

A  limited  number  of  nonmember 
producers  testified  in  opposition  to 
proponents’  proposals.  Much  of  their  - 
testimony  was  directed  against  the 
marketwide  pooling  feature  of  the  order 
and  the  need  for  an  order  rather  than  on 
the  specific  proposed  amendments. 
However,  they  did  express  some 
concern  that  the  proposals,  if  adopted, 
would  “dilute”  the  pool  to  their 
disadvantage.  Further,  in  its  post¬ 
hearing  brief,  the  same  proprietary 
handler  who  opposed  the  imit  pooling 
proposal  reiterated  the  same  reasons  for 
opposing  an  increase  in  diversion  limits. 

The  opposing  arguments  are  not 
overriding  in  this  matter.  As  indicated, 
the  market’s  current  supply  situation  is 
significantly  different  than  when  the 
order’s  present  diversion  limits  were 
established.  Relaxing  diversion  limits  as 
proposed  will  provide  greater  flexibility 
in  the  handling  of  the  increase  in  the 
market’s  reserve  milk  supplies  and  thus 
prevent  uneconomic  movements  of  some 
milk  through  pool  plants  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  qualifying  it  for  producer 
milk  status  imder  the  order. 

Also,  it  is  not  likely  that  blend  prices 
under  the  order  would  be  materially 
enhanced  if  the  order’s  present 
diversion  limits  were  continued.  As 
indicated,  the  record  shows  proponent 
cooperatives  would  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  assure  the  pooling  of  their 
available  milk  supplies  to  the  market. 
Presumably,  they  would  do  this  in  the 
absence  of  any  change  in  diversion 
limits,  even  though  hauling  inefficiences 
would  be  involved.  Moreover,  much  of 
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the  buildup  in  reserve  milk  supplies  on 
the  market  are  a  result  of  increased  milk 
production  of  all  producers  in  the 
general  supply  area. 

3.  Need  for  emergency  action — ^The 
notice  of  hearing  provided  for  taking 
evidence  to  determine  whether 
emergency  marketing  conditions  exist 
that  would  warrant  omission  of  a 
recommended  decision  on  the  proposal 
to  revise  the  basis  for  pooling  a 
distributing  plant  and  the  proposal  to 
relax  the  limit  on  the  amount  of 
producer  milk  that  a  cooperative 
association  may  divert  from  pool  plants 
to  nonpool  plants. 

At  the  hearing,  proponents  urged 
prompt  action  on  both  proposals.  The 
request  for  emergency  action  by 
proponents  was  based  on  the  view  that 
the  Department  would  not  have 
sufficient  time  after  the  hearing  to  issue 
both  a  recommended  and  final  decision 
and  make  any  resulting  action  effective 
by  September  1, 1981.  In  his  post-hearing 
brief,  a  proprietary  handler  opposed 
omission  of  a  reconunended  decision. 

As  previously  cited,  the  suspension 
action  taken  on  August  28, 1981,  with 
respect  to  the  proposals  in  question 
removed  the  need  for  omission  of  a 
recommended  decision.  Accordingly,  the 
proposal  to  omit  the  issuance  of  a 
recommended  decision  is  denied. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were 
considered  in  making  the  Hndings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  above.  To  the 
extent  that  the  suggested  findings  and 
conclusions  filed  by  interested  parties 
are  inconsistent  with  the  findings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  herein,  the  request 
to  make  such  Hndings  or  reach  such 
conclusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons 
stated  in  this  decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations 
hereinafter  set  forth  are  supplementary 
and  in  addition  to  the  findings  and 
determinations  previously  made  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  the 
aforesaid  order:  and  all  of  said  previous 
findings  and  determinations  are  hereby 
ratiHed  and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as 
such  findings  and  determinations  may 
be  in  conflict  with  the  findings  and 
determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  and  ail  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 


(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as 
determined  pursuant  to  Section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 
feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  in  the  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  the 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect 
the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk, 
and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  will  regulate  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will  be 
applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Recommended  Marketing  Agreement 
and  Order  Amending  the  Order 

The  recommended  marketing 
agreement  is  not  included  in  this 
decision  because  the  regulatory 
provisions  of  it  would  be  the  same  as 
those  contained  in  the  order  that  is 
proposed  to  be  amended.  The  following 
order  amending  the  order,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Southwestern 
Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  marketing  area  is 
recommended  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  by  which  the 
foregoing  conclusions  may  be  carried 
out: 

PART  1135— MILK  IN  THE 
SOUTHWESTERN  IDAHO-EASTERN 
OREGON  MARKETING  AREA 

1.  In  §  1135.7(a),  subparagraph  (2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§1135.7  Pool  plant 
*  «  *  *  « 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Total  route  disposition  (except 
filled  milk]  during  the  month  equal  to 
not  less  than  40  percent  of  such  receipts. 
A  unit  consisting  of  two  or  more 
distributing  plants  operated  by  a 
handler  shall  be  considered  as  one 
distributing  plant  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  this  requirement  if  the  handler 
notifies  the  market  administrator  in 
writing  before  the  first  day  of  the  month 
that  the  plants  should  be  considered  as 
a  unit.  The  unit  shall  continue  from 
month  to  month  thereafter  without 
further  notification.  If,  however,  there  is 
any  change  in  the  composition  of  the 
unit,  the  handler  shall  notify  the  market 
administrator  in  writing  on  or  before  the 


first  day  of  the  month  such  change  is  to 
be  made. 

*  *  «  *  « 

2.  In  §  1135.13(f),  subparagraphs  (3), 

(4)  and  (5)  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1135.13  Producer  mHk. 

*  *  «  *  * 

(f)  *  *  * 

(3)  The  total  quantity  of  milk  diverted 
by  a  cooperative  association  dming  the 
month  may  not  exceed  70  percent  in  the 
months  of  September  through  February, 
and  80  percent  in  other  months,  of  the 
producer  milk  that  the  cooperative 
association  causes  to  be  delivered  to  or 
diverted  from  pool  plants  during  the 
month.  Two  or  more  cooperative 
associations  may  have  their  allowable 
diversions  computed  on  the  basis  of  the 
combined  deliveries  of  the  producer 
milk  which  the  associations  cause  to  be 
delivered  to  pool  plants  or  diverted  from 
pool  plants  during  the  month  if  each 
association  has  filed  a  request  in  writing 
with  the  market  administrator  on  or 
before  the  first  day  of  the  month  the 
agreement  is  to  be  effective.  This 
request  shall  specify  the  basis  for 
assigning  over-diverted  milk  to  the 
producer  deliveries  of  each  cooperative 
according  to  a  method  approved  by  the 
market  administrator; 

(4)  The  total  quantity  of  milk  diverted 
during  the  month  by  a  proprietary  bulk 
tank  handler  described  in  §  1135.9(d) 
may  not  exceed  70  percent  in  the 
months  of  September  through  February, 
and  80  percent  in  other  months,  of  the 
producer  milk  that  the  handler  causes  to 
be  delivered  to  or  diverted  from  pool 
plants  during  the  month; 

(5)  The  operator  of  a  pool  plant  may 
divert  for  its  account  any  milk  that  is  not 
under  the  control  of  a  cooperative 
association  or  a  proprietary  bulk  tank 
handler  that  diverts  milk  during  the 
month  pursuant  to  paragraph  (f)(3]  and 
(4)  of  this  section.  The  total  quantity  so 
diverted  during  the  month  may  not 
exceed  70  percent  in  the  months  of 
September  through  February,  and  80 
percent  in  other  months,  of  the  producer 
milk  received  at  or  diverted  from  such 
pool  plant  during  the  month  that  is 
eligible  to  be  diverted  by  the  plant 
operator,  and 

***** 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October  27, 
1981. 

William  T.  Manley, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31661  Filed  10-30-'8I;  ft45  am) 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  50  ^ 

TMI-Related  Requirements  for 
Operating  License  Applications 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  extension  of 
comment  period  and  supplemental 
information. 

SUiMiAfiY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Qommission  has  previously  proposed  a 
rule  to  add  to  its  power  reactor  safety 
regulations  a  set  of  licensing 
requirements  applicable  to  operating 
license  applications.  These  requirements 
stemmed  ^m  the  lessons  learned  from 
the  accident  at  the  Three  Mile  Island 
(TMI)  nuclear  power  plant.  This  notice 
advises  that  the  comment  period  for  that 
proposed  rule  is  extended  and  that  a 
similar  proposed  rule  applicable  to 
operating  reactors  will  not  be 
forthcoming. 

date:  The  comment  period  for  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  is  extended  to 
November  30, 1981.  Comments  on  that 
notice  received  after  this  date  will  be 
considered  if  it  is  practical  to  do  so; 
however,  assurance  of  consideration 
cannot  be  given. 

ADDRESSES:  Conunents  should  be  sent 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20555,  Attention: 

Docket  and  Service  Branch. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  David  M.  Verrelli,  Division  of 
Licensing,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555; 
telephone  (301)  492-^34. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 
13, 1961,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (46  ^  26491]  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking.  The  comment 
period  at  that  time  was  to  expire  90  days 
later,  on  August  12, 1981.  The 
Supplementary  Infcvmation  portion  of 
that  notice  stated  that  the  Commission 
intended  to  augment  its  regulations  with 
a  similar  rule  for  operating  reactors  and 
that  such  a  proposed  rule  would  be 
published  for  comment  within  a  matter 
of  weeks. 

The  staff  prepared  a  proposed  rule 
that  would  codify  th(Me  NUREG-0737  ' 
items  applicable  to  operating  reactors. 
However,  on  August  6, 1961,  the 


'  NUREG-0737  is  available  by  writing:  U.& 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washington,  DC 
2065S,  Attm  Division  of  Technical  Information  and 
Document  Control,  ADM. 


Commission  decided  against  proceeding 
with  an  operating  reactors  rule  at  this 
time. 

In  view  of  this  action,  the  Commission 
believes  that  licensees  who  had  awaited 
publication  of  the  proposed  rule  for 
operating  reactors  to  finalize  their 
comments  on  the  proposed  rule  for 
operating  license  applications  should  be 
allowed  a  reasonable  time  to  complete 
their  comments.  Therefore,  the  comment 
period  for  the  proposed  rule  for 
operating  license  applications  is  hereby 
extended  until  November  30, 1981. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  19th  day 
of  October  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
William  ].  Dircks, 

Executive  Director  for  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-S1734  PUed  10-90-81;  ft«5  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
Economic  Regulatory  Adminiatratlon 
10  CFR  Part  516 
[Docket  No.  ERA-R-79-6-A] 

Sale  and  Direct  Industrial  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  for  Outdoor  Lighting; 
Proposed  Amendments  to  Final  Rule 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 

Administration,  DOE. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  proposes 
amendments  to  the  Final  Rule  on  the  '  ' 
Sale  and  Direct  Industrial  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  for  Outdoor  Lifting  (the 
Rule],  which  aimendments  are  required 
by  the  amendments  to  section  402  of  the 
Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978, 42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.,  (FUA  or 
the  Act),  made  by  section  1024  of  the 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1981,  Pub.  L  97-35,  August  13, 1981 
(FUA  amendments).  The  amendments  to 
FUA  lift  the  prohibition  on  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  for  use  in  outdoor  residential 
lighting  but  establish  new  customer 
notification  and  reporting  requirements. 
The  proposed  regulatory  amendments 
are  intended  to  reflect  the  new  statutory 
requirements  in  a  maimer  that  affords 
maximum  flexibility  and  imposes  the 
least  burden  on  related  entities. 

DATES:  Comments  on  foe  proposed 
revisions  must  be  received  no  later  than 
December  2, 1981.  Any  person  wishing 
to  comment  should  send  10  copies  to: 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Office  of  Fuels  Conversion,  Department 
of  Energy,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 


Comments  and  the  outside  of  the 
envelopes  in  which  they  are  transmitted 
should  be  marked  “Proposed 
Amendments — Outdoor  Natural  Gas 
Lighting  Program". 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  L.  Davies,  Director,  Office  of  Fuel 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  StreeL  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20461,  (202)  653- 
3649 

Marya  Rowan,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Energy,  Room 
6B-178, 1000  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C  (202)  252-2967. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Background 

The  Final  Rule  on  the  Sale  and  Direct 
Industrial  Use  of  Natural  Gas  for 
Outdoor  Lighting  (10  CFR  Part  516,  44  FR 
27606,  May  10, 1979)  (Final  Rule)  was 
issued  by  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  of  the  Deparbnent  of 
Energy  on  May  3, 1979,  to  implement 
section  402  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978,  42  U.S.C. 
8301  et  seq.  The  Final  Rule,  as  required 
by  section  402,  prohibited  local  natural 
ga8  distribution  companies  from 
supplying  natural  gas  for  outdoor 
lighting  by  residential,  municipal,  or 
commercial  customers  and  prohibited 
direct  industrial  users  firom  using  natural 
gas  for  outdoor  lighting.  Also  as  required 
by  FUA,  local  distribution  companies 
and  direct  industrial  users  were 
prohibited  firom  installing  new  natural 
gas  outdoor  lighting  fixtures  (10  CFR 
516.20). 

On  August  13, 1961,  the  Omnibus 
Bud^t  Reconciliation  Act  of  1961  was 
enacted.  Section  1024  of  that  act  made 
certain  amendments  to  section  402  of 
FUA.  Specifically,  those  amendments  (1) 
lift  the  prohibition  on  die  supplying  of 
natural  gas  for  use  in  outdoor  residential 
lights  installed  prior  to  and  in  service  on 
November  9, 1978;  (2)  require  local 
distribution  companies  to  select  and 
develop  a  method  to  periodically  inform 
their  customers  of  the  amount  of  natural 
gas  used  for  outdoor  lighting  and  the 
annual  cost  thereof;  (3)  require  local 
distribution  companies  to  report  the  ' 
method  selected  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy:  and  (4)  require  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  to  propose  and  promulgate  rules 
relating  to  customer  notification  and 
reports  to  the  Secretary  of  of  Energy. 
Under  the  prior  law,  residential  outdoor 
lights  could  not  be  supplied  with  natural 
gas  after  January  1, 1982.  Although  the 
FUA  amendments  permit  those 
residential  fixtures  in  service  on 
November  9, 1978  to  continue  to  be 
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supplied  with  fuel  by  their  local 
distribution  companies,  they  require 
those  companies  to  inform  their 
customers  of  the  annual  cost  of  outdoor 
lighting  "for  the  purpose  of  discouraging 
the  use  of  outdoor  lighting  *  * 

ERA  is,  therefore,  as  required  by  the 
amended  section  402(f)(2]  of  FUA, 
proposing  to  amend  the  Final  Rule 
regarding  outdoor  lighting  by  natural 
gas.  era's  proposal  is  intended  to 
reflect  the  statutory  rescission  of  the 
prohibition  on  local  distribution 
companies  supplying  natural  gas  for 
residential  outdoor  lightiAg  that  was 
being  supplied  when  FUA  was  first 
enacted.  In  addition,  ERA'S  proposal 
regarding  customer  notification  of  the 
annual  cost  and  amount  of  natural  gas 
being  used  for  outdoor  lighting  and 
reports  to  the  Secretary  is  intended  to 
provide  local  distribution  companies 
and  the  appropriate  state  regulatory 
authorities  the  maximum  flexibility  in 
complying  with  these  new  statutory 
requirements  with  the  least  possible 
burden. 

B.  Proposals 

Section  516.10 — General  purpose  and 
scope. 

ERA  is  proposing  to  receive 
§  516.10(a),  (b),  and  (c)  to  reflect  the 
lifting  of  the  ban  on  service  to 
residential  outdoor  gas  lights  and  the 
imposition  of  the  new  requirements 
imposed  by  section  402. 

Paragraph  (f)  would  be  added  to  the 
section  to  define  the  general  purpose 
and  scope  of  the  proposed  Subpart  E 
(customer  notification  and  reporting 
requirement). 

Section  516.11 — Definitions. 

The  term  "residential  outdoor  lighting 
fixture"  would  be  added  to  define  the 
fixtures  that  will  be  permitted  to  remain 
in  use,  without  specific  exemptions, 
after  January  1, 1982. 

Section  516.21 — General  prohibition  on 
sale  of  natural  gas  for  use  in  outdoor 
lighting. 

Section  516.21  (a)  and  (b)  would  be 
revised  to  exclude  residential  outdoor 
lighting  fixtures  from  the  prohibition  on 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  for  outdoor 
lighting  use. 

Section  516.30— Scope. 

Section  516.30  would  be  revised  to 
delegate  the  Secretary  of  Energy's 
authority  to  receive  customer 
notification  reports  to  the  state 
regulatory  authorities. 


Section  516.51 — Notification  of  amount 
and  annual  cost  of  natural  gas  used  in 
outdoor  lights. 

ERA  is  proposing  §  516.51  to  reflect 
the  new  statutory  requirement  that  each 
affected  local  distribution  company 
select  a  method  for  notifying  its 
customers  of  the  amoimt  and  annual 
cost  of  natural  gas  used  for  outdoor 
lighting,  no  later  than  May  31, 1982.  The 
FUA  amendments  do  not  specify  the 
method  to  be  used  in  determining  this 
information.  Therefore,  ERA  has 
concluded  that  the  notification  should 
be  based  upon  the  amoimt  of  use  and 
annual  cost  data  for  a  typical  natural 
gas  outdoor  lighting  fixture  on  each 
company's  system.  ERA  expects  that 
estimated  data  would  be  used  where  use 
of  actual  statistics  would  not  be 
practicable.  In  choosing  this  basis  for 
notification,  ERA  is  attempting  to 
provide  the  simplest  and  least 
burdensome  method  of  determining  cost 
and  volume  information.  However,  ERA 
solicits  comments  on  other  alternative 
methods  that  might  be  less  burdensome 
to  companies  wUle  still  informative  to 
the  consumer. 

ERA  is  further  proposing  in  §  516.51 
that  customers  be  initially  so  notified 
within  one  year  from  the  date  on  which 
the  selected  notification  method  is 
reported  to  the  state  regulatory 
authorities,  and  annually  thereafter. 

ERA  solicits  comments  on  alternatives 
to  this  proposal. 

Proposed  §  516.51(b)  would  permit 
each  local  distribution  company  to 
determine  a  reasonable  and  simple 
method  for  customer  notification,  as 
provided  in  section  1024(b)  of  the  FUA 
amendments.  ERA  expected  that  each 
company's  method  will  be  tailored  to 
complement  its  existing  operating 
procediures. 

Section  516.52— Customer  notification 
reports. 

ERA  proposes  to  add  §  516.52  to 
reflect  Ae  new  statutory  requirement 
that  the  affected  local  distribution 
companies  report  their  customer 
notification  methods.  As  noted  above, 
the  Secretary  by  this  rule  would 
delegate  the  role  of  receiving  these 
reports  to  the  applicable  state  regulatory 
authorities.  ERA  is  proposing  that  these 
reports  be  filed  with  the  state  regulatory 
authorities  by  May  31, 1982.  Suggestions 
as  to  alternative  reporting  dates  will  be 
considered. 

PROCEDURAL  MATTERS 

A.  Written  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  td 
participate  in  this  rulemaking  by 
submitting  data,  views,  or  arguments 


with  respect  to  any  issues  raised  by  or 
addressed  in  this  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking.  Comments  are  to  be  filed 
with  ERA  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  given  in  the  address  section, 
above,  no  later  than  December  2, 1981. 

All  comments  received  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  ERA  Office 
of  I^blic  Information,  Room  B-110,  2000 
M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Any  interested  party  who  wishes  to 
submit  confidential  information  or  data 
must  comply  with  DOE's  Freedom  of 
Information  Regulations,  10  CFR  Part 
1004.  DOE  reserves  the  right  to 
determine  the  confidential  status  of  the 
information  or  data  so  submitted  and  to 
treat  it  according  to  this  determination. 

B.  NEPA  Compliance 

DOE  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  amendments  to  10  CFR  Part 
516  would  not  constitute  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA).  Therefore,  the  preparation 
of  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
for  this  proposal  is  not  required. 

C.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

Section  609  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C.  609,  requires  the 
head  of  an  agency  proposing  a  rule  that 
will  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
to  assure  that  such  small  entities  are 
given  the  opportunity  to  participate  in 
the  proceeding.  Participation  would  be 
encouraged  by  various  methods 
including  the  preparation  of  an  advance 
notice  of  significant  economic  impact, 
entitled  the  initial  regulatory  impact 
analysis,  to  be  published  with  the 
proposed  rule. 

For  purposes  of  the  present 
rulemaking  proceeding,  ERA  estimates 
that  approximately  1500  local  retail 
distribution  companies  could  be  affected 
by  the  notification  and  reporting 
requirements  of  the  FUA  amendments. 
Without  detailed  examination  and 
analysis,  it  appears  that  a  substantial 
number  of  companies  in  both  categories 
qualify  as  "small  businesses"  and 
"small  governmental  jurisdictions", 
respectively,  as  those  terms  are  defined 
in  5  U.S.C.  601.  However,  ERA  believes 
that  the  economic  impact  of  compliance 
with  the  regulations  (if  adopted)  would 
be  relatively  insignificant  for  these  small 
concerns.  Accordingly,  ERA  has 
determined  that  the  publication  of  an 
initial  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  is 
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not  required  for  this  rulemaking 
procee^ng. 

D.  Executive  Order  No.  12291 

3{b)  of  Executive  Order  No.  12291 
directs  each  agency  to  initially 
determine  whether  a  rule  it  intends  to 
propose  or  to  issue  is  a  major  rule. 

QIA  has  determined  that  the  revisions 
it  is  now  proposing  to  10  CFR  Part  516  is 
a  non-major  rule  as  they  will  not  be 
likely  to  result  in  (1)  an  annual  effect  on 
the  economy  of  $100  million  or  more;  (2) 
a  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers;  individual  industries; 

Federal,  state,  or  local  government 
agencies;  or  geographic  regions;  or  (3) 
significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the 
ability  of  Ihiited  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterfuises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

ERA  has  considered  the  following 
factors  in  reaching  this  determination: 

(1)  Thme  are  an  estimated  750,000 
natural  gas  outdoor  lifting  fixtures 
presendy  in  use  in  the  United  States. 

Each  light  is  estimated  to  use  18,000 
cubic  feet  of  natural  gas  as  fiiel  per  year 
at  a  cost  of  approximately  $3.08  per 
MCF.  Hence,  the  maximum  economic 
impact  of  the  full  application  of  the  FUA 
prohibitions,  without  considering  any 
potential  exemptions,  would  involve 
savings  of  some  13,5  million  MCF  of 
natur^  gas  with  the  approximate  value 
of  $42  million.  While  the  greatest 
number  of  the  gas  lights  still  in  use  are 
those  associate  with  residences,  there 
continue  to  be  a  number  of  lights  of  a 
commercial/traditional,  historical,  and 
memorial  nature  that  are  operating 
under  exemptions,  and  also  a  number  of 
municipal  lights  that  are  not  yet  subject 
to  the  ^A  prohibitions.  Therefore,  ERA 
estimates  that,  given  present-day  data, 
the  maximum  monetary  impact  of  the 
full  prohibition  program  would  not 
exceed  $100  million. 

(2)  The  cost  to  individual  local 
distribution  companies  of  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  reporting 
requirements  imposed  by  the  FUA 
amendments  and  implemented  by 

§§  516.51  and  516.52,  if  adopted,  is 
expected  to  be  minimal.  The  method  to 
be  used  for  customer  notification  will  be 
developed  by  each  affected  company. 
ERA  anticipates  that  in  each  instance, 
the  method  chosen  will  be  the  least 
burdensome  and  expensive,  and  will 
very  likely  involve  notice  dissemination 
in  conjunction  witii  the  companies*  on¬ 
going  notice,  billing,  or  advertising 
programs.  Compliance  with  the  one-4ime 
reporting  requirement  will  entail  a  single 
letter  to  the  companies’  state  regulatory 


authority,  briefly  informing  that  agency 
of  the  method  chosen  by  the  company 
for  giving  the  required  notice. 

(3)  Compliance  with  the  new 
requirements  would  not  be  expected  to 
result  in  any  significant  increases  in  the 
costs  or  prices  or  either  natural  gas  as  a 
fuel,  or  fiiel  distributimi  or  services 
provided  by  local  retail  distribution 
companies.  In  fact,  the  proposed 
regulations  would  implement  the  FUA 
amendments  which  lifl  a  ban  on 
residential  outdoor  natural  gas  lights, 
relieving  local  distribution  companies  of 
the  necessity  for  implementing  costly 
and  time-consuming  compliance  and 
enforcement  programs  aimed  at 
extinguishing  the  remaining,  non- 
exempted  residential  natural  gas  lights. 
The  lifting  of  the  residential  ban  will 
also  result  in  savings  at  the  state 
regulatory  authority  level  by  removing 
the  need  for  enforcement  and  exemption 
programs  relating  to  residential  lights. 

(4)  Hie  implementation  of  the  FUA 
amendments  will  have  no  perceived 
effect,  adverse  or  odierwise,  on  any 
aspects  of  United  States  production  or 
on  the  domestic  or  export  markets. 

E.  Paperwork  Reduction  Plan  Act 

These  proposed  regulations  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Energy  Information 
Administration  for  processing  with  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  clearance  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Plan  Act  of  198a  44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act, 

Pub.  L  95-91, 91  Stat  585  (42  U.S.C  7101  et 
seq.)\  Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978.  Pub.  L  95-82a  92  SUL  3289  (42  U.S.C 
8372);  E.0. 12008, 42  PR  46287,  September  15. 
1977;  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1981,  Pub.  L  97-35,  August  23. 1981) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  October  13, 
1981. 

Rayburn  HanzUk, 

Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

PART  516-PROHlBITION  ON  SALE 
AND  DIRECT  INDUSTRIAL  USE  OF 
NATURAL  GAS  FOR  OUTDOOR 
UGHTING 

For  the  reasons  stated  in  tiie 
preamble.  Chapter  II,  Title  10  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  516,  is 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  table  of  contents  is  proposed  to 
be  amended  by  adding  Sul^art  E 
(§§  516.51  and  5ia52)  to  re^  as  follows: 
*  •  *  *  ♦ 


Subpart  E— Outdoor  Natunri  Gas  Lights— 
Customer  Notification;  Reporting 
Procedures 

Sec. 

516.51  Notification  of  amount  and  annual 
cost  of  natural  gas  used  in  outdoor  lights. 

516.52  Customer  notification  reports. 

2.  Section  516.10  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  revising  paragraphs  (a),  (b), 
and  (c)  Euid  adding  paragraph  (f)  to  read 
as  follows: 

Subpart  A— General  Purpose  and  Scope; 
Definitions 

§  516.10  General  purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  The  purpose  of  this  rule  is  to 
implement  section  402  of  the  Powerplant 
and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978,  42 
U.S.C.  8301  et  set).,  as  amended  (FUA  or 
the  Act). 

(b)  The  rule  consists  of  five  subparts. 
Subpart  A  describes  the  general  purpose 
and  scope  of  Part  516  and  contains  the 
definitions. 

(c)  Subpart  B  contains  the  prohibitions 
on  the  installation  of  natural  gas 
outdoor  lighting  fixtures  and  the  sale 
and  direct  industrial  use  of  natural  gas 
for  outdoor  lighting. 
***** 

(f)  Subpart  E  provides  (1)  for  periodic 
notification  of  customers  of  the  amount 
and  annual  cost  of  natural  gas  used  in 
outdoor  lights;  and  (2)  for  the  procedures 
to  be  followed  by  eadi  affected  local 
distribution  company  in  reporting  to  the 
appropriate  state  regulatory  authority 
the  method  it  has  selected  for  giving 
such  customer  notice. 

3.  Section  516.11  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  adding  paragraph  (i)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§516.11  Definitions. 
***** 

(i)  The  term  “residential  outdoor 
lighting  fixture"  means  a  natural  gas 
outdoor  lighting  fixture  which  was 
installed  prior  to,  and  was  in  service  in 
connection  with  a  residence  on 
November  9, 1978. 

4.  Section  516.21  is  proposed  to  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  B— Prohibitions 

§  516.21  General  prohHiition  on  sale  of 
natural  gas  for  use  hi  outdoor  Nghting. 

(a)  Prohibition.  No  local  distribution 
company  shall  supply  natural  gas  for 
use  in  any  outdoor  lifting  fixture* 
except  for  residential  out^or  lighting 
fixtures,  as  that  term  is  defined  in 

§  516.11(i). 

(b)  Effective  dates.  The  prohibition 
stated  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  be  effective  on  the  foUovring  dates: 
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(1)  For  any  industrial  or  commercial 
fixture  to  which  natural  gas  was 
supplied  for  outdoor  lighting  use  on 
November  9, 1978,  November  5, 1979; 
and 

(2)  For  any  municipal  outdoor  lighting 
fixture  to  which  natural  gas  was 
supplied  for  outdoor  lighting  use  on 
November  9, 1978,  January  1, 1982. 

5.  Section  516.30  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  revising  the  introductory 
text  and  adding  paragraph  (h)  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart  C— Delegation  of  Authority 

§516.30  Scope. 

Pursuant  to  section  402(e]  of  the  Act, 
ERA  delegates  to  the  appropriate  state 
regulatory  authorities,  effective  on  the 
date  this  rule  is  issued  as  a  final  rule, 
the  full  responsibility  and  authority  of 
the  Secretary  of  Energy  with  regard  to 
natural  gas  outdoor  lighting.  The 
authorities  and  responsibilities 
delegated  by  this  rde  to  the  appropriate 
state  regulatory  authorities  are  those 
enumerated  in  paragraphs  (a]  through 
(h)  of  this  section.  The  appropriate  state 
regulatory  authorities  should  normally 
consult  with  the  state  Historic 
Preservation  Officers  for  their  respective 
states  (as  recognized  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Interior,  National  Park 
Service)  when  fulfilling  their 
responsibilities  and  authorities  as  set 
forth  in  this  section,  particularly  when 
decisions  are  made  or  options 
considered  relating  to  historic 
preservation. 

«  *  •  *  * 

(h)  Authority  to  receive  customer 
notification  reports.  The  authority  to 
receive  reports  concerning  the  method 
selected  by  local  distribution  companies 
for  periodic  notification  of  their 
customers  under  §  516.52. 

6. 10  CFR  Part  516  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  adding  Subpart  E,  §§  516.51 
and  516.52,  to  read  as  follows; 

Subpart  E— Outdoor  Natural  Gas 
Lights— Customer  Notification; 
Reporting  Procedures 

§  516.51  Notification  of  amount  and 
annual  cost  of  naturai  gas  used  in  outdoor 
Hghts. 

(a)  Each  local  distribution  company 
subject  to  the  prohibitions  of  section  402 
(a)  and  (b)  of  FUA  shall; 

(1)  No  later  than  May  31, 1982  select  a 
method  for  periodically  informing  its 
customers  of  the  amount  of  natural  gas 
used  by  a  typical  natural  gas  outdoor 
lighting  fixture  in  the  company's  system, 
as  determined  by  the  company,  and  the 
annual  cost  of  the  natural  gas  so  used; 
and 


(2)  Within  one  year  from  the  date  on 
which  the  notification  mediod  is 
reported  to  the  appropriate  state 
regulatory  audiorities  in  accordemce 
with  §  516.52,  give  the  initial  customer 
notification,  using  the  method  so 
selected.  The  notffication  shall 
thereafter  be  given  annually. 

(b)  The  meAod  to  be  used  in  the 
customer  notification  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  fiiis  section,  shall  be 
selected  by  each  affected  local 
distribution  company,  and  shall  be 
reasonable  and  simple,  as  viewed  in  the 
context  of  the  company's  routine 
operating  procedures. 

§  516.52  Customer  notification  reports. 

No  later  than  May  31, 1982,  each  local 
distribution  company  required  to  give 
customer  notification  under  §  516.51, 
shall  report  the  method  selected  to  the 
state  regulatory  authority  designated  by 
the  governor  to  administer  the  outdoor 
natural  gas  lighting  program  for  the  area 
in  which  the  ffistributor  is  located  under 
the  delegation  of  authority  in  Subpart  C 
of  this  part. 

(FR  Doc.  81-3ieil  Filed  tO-90-Sl:  MS  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Ppn  39 

[Docket  Na  81-NW-70-AD1 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  707/720, 727, 737  Series 
Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  This  document  proposes  a 
new  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD) 
which  would  require  inspection,  and 
repair  if  necessary,  of  the  control  cabin 
"^F’  window  post  on  certain  Boeing 
Model  707/720,  727, 737  series  airplanes. 
The  proposed  AD  is  prompted  by 
reports  of  fatigue  cracking  of  the  steel 
doubler  sandwiched  between  the 
window  post  outboard  chord  and  the 
body  skin.  Failure  to  detect  the  cracking 
prior  to  reaching  critical  length  could 
result  in  failure  of  the  window  post  and 
rapid  decompression  of  the  aircraft. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  December  1, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletins  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
fr'om  the  Boeing  Commercial  Airplane 
Company,  P.O.  Box  3707,  Seattle, 
Washington  98124.  Comments  should  be 
sent  to  and  information  also  may  be 


examined  at  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Northwest  Mountain 
Region,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel 
9010  East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle. 
Washington  98108. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Don  Gonder,  Airfrnme  Branch. 
ANW-120S,  Seattle  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Office.  FAA  Northwest 
Moimtain  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle.  Washington  98108, 
telephone  (206)  767-^18 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons'are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket  or 
notice  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  address  specified 
above.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  the  closing  date  for  comments 
will  be  considered. by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  action  on  the  proposed 
rule.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  the 
proposed  AD  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket 

AvaUabilityofNPRMS 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Northwest 
Mountain  Region,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Attention:  Airwortiiiness  Rules 
Docket  No.  81-JJW-70-AD.  9010  East 
Marginal  Way  South.  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

Discussion:  There  have  been 
numerous  reports  of  fatigue  cracking  in 
the  steel  dottier  sandwiched  between 
the  “E-F'  window  post  outboard  chord 
and  the  body  skin  in  the  general  area  of 
the  body  sk^  splice,  on  certain  Boeing 
Model  707/720,  727,  and  737  airplanes. 
The  “E-4^'  post  structure  on  these 
airplane  models  is  identical  One  727 
operator  reported  the  cracking  had 
progressed  into  the  window  post  backup 
structure.  Boeing  has  issued  Service 
Bulletin  Nos.  2983, 727-63-86,  and  737- 
53-1023  which  describe  the  procedures 
for  inspection  and  modification  or  repair 
of  the  “E-F'  window  post  structure. 
Accomplishment  of  earlier  issues  of 
these  service  bulletins  has  resulted  in  an 
insufficient  increase  in  the  fatigue  life 
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necessary  to  achieve  the  desired  life. 
The  latest  service  bulletin  revisions 
correct  this  problem.  Failure  to  detect 
window  post  structure  cracking  prior  to 
reaching  critical  size  could  result  in  the 
structure  being  incapable  of  carrying  the 
fail-safe  load  and  subsequent  failure  of 
the  window  post.  Failure  of  the  window 
post  could  result  in  rapid 
decompression. 

Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist 
or  develop  on  other  airplanes  of  the 
same  type  design,  the  proposed  AD 
would  require  inspection  and  repair,  if 
necessary,  of  the  "E-F”  window  post  on 
Boeing  Model  707/720,  727,  737  series 
airplanes. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 


§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by  adding  the 
following  new  Airworthiness  Directive: 

BOEING:  Applies  to  Boeiiig  Model  707/720, 
727, 737  series  airplanes  certificated  in 
all  categories,  listed  in  Boeing  Service 
Bulletins  Nos.  2983,  Rev.  4;  727-53-86, 
Rev.  6;  and  737-53-1023,  Rev.  6;  or  later 
FAA  approved  revisions. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated. 

To  detect  cracking  and  to  prevent 
possible  failure  of  the  “E-F”  window 
post  accomplish  the  following  (unless 
already  accomplished]  in  accordance 
with  Boeing  Service  Bulletins  Nos.  2983, 
Rev.  4;  727-53-86,  Rev.  6;  737-53-1023, 
Rev.  6;  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions. 

A.  Inspect  the  affected  areas  for 
cracks  in  accordance  with  the  following 
tables.  Parts  found  cracked  are  to  be 
repaired  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
B  of  this  AD. 


Model  707/720 

[Applicable  Service  Bulletin  2983] 


Airplane  condition 

Type  of  inspection 
required 

Initial  inspection  not  to  exceed  (landings) 

Repeat 
inspTCtion 
interval  not 
to  exceed 
(landings) 

1,650  after  effective  date  of  the  AO  or 
prior  to  accumulating  11,650  whichever 
occurs  later. 

1,650  after  effective  date  of  the  AO  or 
prior  to  accumulating  6,650  after  repair 
or  modification  whichever  occurs  later. 

1,650  after  effective  date  of  AD  or  prior 
to  accumulating  16,650  after  repair 
whichever  occurs  later. 

3,300 

3,300 

3,300 

2.  Repair  or  Modification  per  Original 
Issue  of  the  Service  Bulletin. 

3.  Repair  or  Modification  *  per  Revision  1 
or  later  revision  of  the  Service  Bulletin. 

4.  Modification  per  Rev.  1,  or  later  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  Service  Bulletin  verified  no 
cracks  in  stnjcture  by  use  of  eddy 
current  inspection  described  in  Para¬ 
graph  II,  Accomplishment  Instructions 
of  Rev.  4  or  later  FAA  approved  revi¬ 
sions.). 

Close  Visual  of  external 
doubler. 

No  further  action 
required. 

■  See  the  following  Note. 

Model  727 

[Applicable  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  727-53-86] 

Airplane  condition 

Type  of  inspection 
required 

Initial  inspection  not  to  exceed  (landings) 

Repeat 
inspection 
interval  not 
to  exceed 
(landings) 

1,650  after  effective  date  of  the  AD  or 
prior  to  accumulating  11,650  whichever 
occurs  later. 

1,650  after  effective  date  of  the  AD  or 
prior  to  accumulating  6,650  after  repair 
or  modification  whichever  occurs  later. 

1,650  after  effective  date  of  AO  or  prior 
to  accumulating  16,650  after  repair 
whichever  occurs  later. 

3,300 

3,300 

3,300 

2.  Repair  or  Modification  per  Original 
Issue  or  Revision  1  of  the  Service 
Bulletin. 

3.  Repair  or  modification  ‘  per  Revision  2 
or  later  revision  of  the  Service  Bulletin. 

4.  Modification  per  Rev.  2,  or  later  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  Service  Bulletin  (verified  no 
cracks  in  structure  by  use  of  eddy 
current  inspection  described  in  Para¬ 
graph  II,  Accomplishment  Instructions 
of  Rev.  6  or  later  FAA  approved  revi¬ 
sions.). 

Close  Visual  of  external 
doubler. 

No  further  action 
required. 

■  See  the  following  Note. 
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Model  737 


[ApplicaUe  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  737-53-1023] 


Akplane  condWon 

Type  of  inspection  { 

required  | 

j 

Initial  inspection  not  to  exceed  (larxjings) 

Repeat 
inspection 
interval  not 
to  exceed 
(landings) 

1  Service  Bullelin  Not  Accomplished . 

X-ray- . 

2,750  after  efiective  date  of  the  AO  or 
prior  to  accumulating  12,750  iwhichever 
occurs  later. 

5.500 

Z.  Repair  or  Modilicalion  par  Original 
Issue,  Revision  1  or  Revision  2  of  the 
Service  Bulletin. 

X-ray . 

2.750  after  effecthre  date  of  the  AD  or 
prior  to  accumulating  7,750  after  repair 
or  modification  whichever  occum  later. 

5,500 

3  Repair  or  modification  ■  per  Revision  3 

Close  Visual  ol  external 

2,750  after  effective  data  of  AO  or  prior 

5,500 

or  later  revision  of  the  Service  Bulletin. 

4  Modification  per  Rev.  3,  or  later  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  Service  BuSelin  (verified  no 
cracks  in  stmcture  by  use  of  the  eddy 
current  inspection  described  in  Para- 

doubler. 

to  accumulating  17,750  after  repair 
whichever  occurs  tader. 

required. 

' 

graph  H,  Accompiishnnent  Irrsbuctions 
of  Rev.  6  or  later  FAA  approved  revi- 

sions.|. 

L 

'  See  the  following  Note. 


Note. — To  distinguish  between  the  modihed  airplane  conditions  described  in  items  3  and 
4  of  the  tables  in  paragraph  A,  item  3  is  applicable  to  airplanes  which  have  not  been  eddy 
current  inspected  during  the  course  of  modification  and  item  4  is  applicable  to  airplanes 
which  have  been  eddy  current  inspected  during  the  course  of  modification. 


B.  Cracks  are  to  be  repaired  prior  to 
further  pressurized  flight  in  accordance 
with  "Accomplishment  Instructions,”  of 
the  following  service  bulletins. 
Inspections  are  to  continue  in 
accordance  with  Item  3  of  the  tables  of 
paragraph  A  of  this  Ad. 

1.  For  Boeing  Model  707/720  series 
airplanes:  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No. 
2983,  Revision  4,  or  later  FAA  approved 
revisions. 

2.  For  Boeing  Model  727  series 
airplanes:  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No. 
727-5386,  Revision  6,  or  later  FAA 
approved  revisions. 

3.  For  Boeing  Model  737  series  ' 
airplanes:  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No. 
737-53-1023,  Revision  6,  or  later  FAA 
approved  revisions. 

C.  For  the  purpose  of  this  AD,  when 
conclusive  recoils  are  not  available  to 
show  the  total  number  of  landings 
accumulated  by  a  particular  airplane, 
and  when  approv^  by  an  FAA 
maintenance  inspector,  the  number  of 
landings  may  be  computed  by  dividing 
each  airplane's  time-in-service  by  the 
operator’s  fleet  average  time  from 
takeoff  to  landing  for  the  aircraft  type. 

D.  aircraft  may  be  ferried  to  a 
maintenance  base  for  repair  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199. 

E.  Alternate  means  of  compliance  or 
other  actions  which  provide  an 
equivalent  level  of  safety  may  be  used 
when  approved  by  the  Chief,  Seattle 
Area  Aircraft  Certification  Office,  FAA 
Northwest  Mountain  Region. 

The  manufacturer’s  specification  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 


this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1). 

All  persons  affected  by  this  directive 
who  have  not  already  received  these 
documents  from  the  manufacturer,  may 
obtain  copies  upon  request  to  Boeing 
Commercial  Aij^lane  Company,  P.O. 
Box  3707,  Seattle,  Washington  98124. 
These  documents  may  also  be  examined 
at  FAA  Northwest  Mountain  Region, 
9010  East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421, 1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.85) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  involves  a  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  major  tmder 
Executive  Order  12291  or  significant  under 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034;  February  27, 1979)  and  %vill  not 
have  a  signihcant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  under 
the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
since  it  involves  few,  if  any,  small  entities.  A 
draft  evaluation  has  been  prepared  for  this 
proposed  regulation  and  has  been  placed  in 
the  docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  under  the 
caption  “For  Further  Information  Contact” 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on  October 
2a  1981. 

Robert  O.  Brown, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Mountain  Region. 

|FR  DOC.81-3148S  Filed  lO-SO-Sl;  8:45  am} 

BILLING  CODE  «S10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-NW-24-A01 

Airworthiness  Directive:  Boeing  Model 
727  Airplanes  Using  Decoto  Leading 
Edge  Actuators,  P/N 10-61792-1,  -2, 

-4,  -5, -6, -7  or -8 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking; 
extension  of  comment  period. 

summary:  This  document  extends  the 
comment  period  for  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  issued  on  July  13, 
1981  (46  FR  35933).  That  NPRM  would 
require  repetitive  inspection  or  removal 
of  the  Decoto  leading  edge  actuators  for 
the  Boeing  Model  727  Airplanes  using 
Decoto  leading  edge  actuators,  P/N  10- 
61792-1,  -2,  -4,  -5,  -6,  -7,  or  -8, 
dates:  The  comment  period  for  this 
NPRM  is  hereby  extended  from 
September  18, 1981,  to  November  30. 

1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposed  rule  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Northwest 
Mountain  Region,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Attention:  Airworthiness  Rules 
Docket,  Docket  No.  81-NW-24-AD.  9010 
East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gary  D.  Lium,  Systems  and 
Equipment  Branch,  ANM-130S,  Seattle 
Area  Aircraft  Certification  Office,  FAA 
Northwest  Mountain  Region,  9010  East 
Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108,  telephone  (206)  767- 
2500. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM),  Docket 
No.  81-NW-24-AD,  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  13, 1981  (46 
FR  35933).  This  proposed  nile  would 
require  repetitive  inspection  or 
replacement  of  the  Decoto  leading  edge 
actuators  listed  above.  Hiis  action  is 
necessary  because  cracks  have  been 
discovered  in  these  actuators  in  service. 
Failure  of  an  actuator  could  result  in 
inadvertent  extension  of  the 
corresponding  leading  edge  device. 

The  closing  date  for  comments  in  the 
original  NPRM  was  September  18, 1981. 
This  date  was  predicated  on  an  early 
August  release  of  Boeing  Service 
BuUetin  727-27-200,  which  contains  the 
inspections  and  replacement  procedures 
specified  in  die  NPRM.  Due  to  delays  in 
Boeing’s  preparation  of  the  bulletin,  it 
was  not  published  until  September  18, 
1981.  Additional  printing  and  mailing 
delays  will  result  in  receipt  of  the 
bulletin  by  operators  and  other 
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interested  parties  on  approximately 
October  15, 1981.  An  extensiori  of  the 
comment  period  to  November  30, 1981, 
is  therefore  required  to  allow  review  of 
the  bulletin  by  interested  parties. 

(Sec8.'313(a],  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(aJ, 
1421,  and  1423];  Sec.  6(c],  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c}):  and  14 
CFR  11.85) 

Note. — Since  this  action  merely  extends  the 
time  period  for  public  comment  on  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  and  imposes  no 
additional  burden  on  any  person,  it  may  be 
made  effective  in  less  than  30  days.  It  is 
neither  a  proposed  nor  final  rule  and, 
therefore,  is  not  subject  to  Executive  Order 
12291,  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  or  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (47  FR 
11031;  February  26. 1979). 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington  on  October 
20, 1981. 

E.  O’Connor, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Mountain  Region. 
|FR  Doc.  81-31525  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNG  CODE  4910-13-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79>76  (Texas— 15)] 

High^ost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Texas;  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 

action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  high-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Pipeline  and 
Producer  Regulation  contains  the 
recommendation  of  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  Texas  that  the  Vicksburg 
Formation  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation  under  §  271.703(d). 


date:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
are  due  on  November  27, 1981. 

PUBLIC  HEARING:  No  public  hearing  is 
scheduled  in  this  docket  as  yet.  Written 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  are  due  on 
November  12, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  and  requests  for 
hearing  must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Walter 
Lawson,  (202)  357-8556. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Issued:  October  27, 1981. 

I.  Background 

On  Setpember  21, 1981,  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  Texas  (Texas)  submitted 
to  the  Commission  a  recommendation, 
in  accordance  with  §  271.703  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (45  FR  56034, 
August  22, 1980),  that  the  Vicksbmg 
Formation  located  in  the  eastern  part  of 
Starr  County,  Texas,  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation.  Pursuant  to 
§  271.703(c)(4)  of  the  regulations,  this 
Notice  of  proposed  Rulemaking  is 
hereby  issued  to  determine  whether 
Texas’  recommendation  that  the 
Vicksburg  Formation  be  designated  a 
tight  formation  should  be  adopted. 

Texas’  recommendation  and  supporting 
data  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

II.  Description  of  Recommendation 

Texas  recommends  that  two  areas  of 
the  Vicksburg  Formation,  located  in 
Railroad  Commission  District  4,  in  Starr 
County,  Texas,  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation.  'The  first  recommended  area 
is  located  near  the  Hidalgo  County  line 
and  is  approximately  4.5  miles  wide  and 
6.5  miles  long.  In  this  area  the  Vicksburg 
Formation  consists  of  an  alternating 
sequence  of  Oligocene  age  sands  and 
shales  deposited  in  environments 
ranging  from  deltaic  to  marine.  The  top 
of  the  recommended  formation  is 
deRned  as  the  “hard  geopressure’’ 
marker  encountered  at  a  depth  of 
approximately  —6,000  feet  subsea  in  the 
south  and  —8,000  feet  subsea  in  the 
north.  The  base  of  the  recommended 
formation  ranges  from  a  depth  of  —9,500 
feet  subsea  in  the  west  to  —12,500  feet 
subsea  in  the  east,  and  is  defined  as  the 
top  of  the  Jackson  Shale. 

The  second  recommended  area  is 
located  in  the  El  Benadito  South  Field,  2 
to  4  miles  west  of  the  east  Stair  County 
line.  The  area  includes  all  of  Sections  19, 
20,  33,  and  34  of  the  G.  O.  Newman 
Subivision  of  Shares  2-A  and  2-B  El 
Benadito  Grant,  A-338  and  A-68, 
encompassing  approximately  2,500 
acres.  In  this  area  the  Vicksburg 


Formation  consists  of  a  sequence  of 
thin,  very  shaley  Tertiary  Period  sands 
deposited  in  a  deep  water*  environment. 
In  the  recommended  area,  the  top  of  the 
Vicksburg  Formation  is  defined  as  the 
top  of  the  Rincon  sand  and  the  base  as 
the  top  of  the  Yegua  sand.  Specifically, 
it  is  defined  as  that  interval  on  the  log  of 
the  Corpus  Christi  Oil  and  Gas 
Company — Heard  #1  Well  that  occurs 
between  a  measured  depth  of  8,620  feet 
to  10,837  feet,  which  yields  a  gross 
thickness  of  2,217  feet. 

III.  Discussion  of  Recommendation 

Texas  claims  in  its  submission  that 
evidence  gathered  through  information 
and  testimony  presented  at  a  public 
hearing  convened  by  Texas  on  this 
matter  demonstrates,  for  each 
recommended  area,  that: 

(1)  The  average  in  situ  gas 
permeability  throughout  the  pay  section 
of  the  proposed  area  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  0.1  millidarcy; 

(2)  The  stabilized  production  rate, 
against  atmospheric  pressure,  of  wells 
completed  for  production  from  the 
recommended  formation,  without 
stimulation,  is  not  expected  to  exceed 
the  maximum  allowable  production  rate 
set  out  in  §  271.703(c)(2)(i)(B);  and 

(3)  No  well  drilled  into  the 
recommended  formation  is  expected  to 
produce  more  than  five  (5)  barrels  of  oil 
per  day. 

Texas  further  asserts  that  existing  * 
State  and  Federal  Regulations  assure 
that  development  of  this  formation  will 
not  adversely  affect  any  fresh  water 
aquifers  that  are,  or  are  expected  to  be, 
used  as  a  domestic  or  agricultural  water 
supply: 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  and  Producer  Regulation  by 
Commission  Order  No.  97,  issued  in 
Docket  No.  RM80-68  (45  FR  53456, 
August  12, 1980),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  the  proposal  submitted  by  Texas  that 
the  Vicksburg  Formation,  as  described 
and  delineated  in  Texas’ 
recommendation  as  filed  with  the 
Commission,  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation  pursuant  to  §  271.703. 

IV.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  on  or  before  November  27, 1981. 
Each  person  submitting  a  comment 
should  indicate  that  the  comment  is 
being  submitted  in  Docket  No.  RM70-76 
(Texas — ^15),  and  should  give  reasons 
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including  supporting  data  for  any 
reconunendations.  Comments  should 
include  the  name,  title,  mailing  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  one  person  to 
whom  communications  concerning  the 
proposal  may  be  addressed.  An  original 
and  14  conformed  copies  should  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
Written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  ^blic  Information,  Room  1000, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  business 
hours. 

Any  person  wishing  to  present 
testimony,  views,  data,  or  otherwise 
participate  at  a  public  hearing  should 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  that 
they  wish  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
and  therefore  request  a  public  hearing. 
Such  request  shall  specify  the  amount  of 
time  requested  at  the  hearing.  Requests 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  no  later  than  November  12, 
1981. 

(Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (15  U.S.C. 
3301-3342)) 

Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  in 
Part  271,  Subchapter  H,  Chapter  I,  Title 
18,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as  set 
forth  below,  in  the  event  Texas’ 
recommendation  is  adopted. 

Kenneth  A.  Williams, 

Director,  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation. 

PART  271— CEILING  PRICES 

Section  271.703(d)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subparagraph  (77)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 

«  •  *  *  * 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  file  for  Docket 
No.  RM  79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(56)  through  (76)  (Reserved) 

(77)  Vicksburg  Formation  in  Texas. 
RM79-76  (Texas— 15). 

(i)  The  Vicksburg  Formation  in  Starr 
County,  Texas.  (Deep} — (A)  Delineation 
of  formation.  The  Vicksburg  Formation 
is  located  in  Railroad  Commission 
District  4.  in  the  eastern  half  of  Starr 
County,  Texas. 

(B)  Depth.  The  top  of  the  Vicksburg 
Formation  is  defined  as  the  “hard 
geopressure’’  marker  encountered  at  a 


depth  of  approximately  —6,000  feet 
subsea  in  the  south  and — 8,000  feet 
subsea  in  the  north.  The  base  of  the 
Vicksburg  Formation  ranges  fi'om  a 
depth  of  —9,500  feet  subsea  in  the  west 
tq  —12,500  feet  subsea  in  the  east,  and 
is  defined  as  the  top  of  the  Jackson 
Shale. 

(ii)  The  Vicksburg  Formation  in  Starr 
County,  Texas.  (Lower} — (A) 

Delineation  of  formation.  ’The  Vicksburg 
Formation  is  located  in  Railroad 
Commission  District  4  in  the  eastern  half 
of  Starr  County,  Texas. 

(B)  Depth.  The  top  of  the  Vicksburg 
formation  is  defined  as  the  top  of  the 
Rincon  Sand  and  the  base  as  the  top  of 
the  Yegua  Sand.  Specifically,  it  is 
defined  as  that  interval  on  die  log  of  the 
Corpus  Christ!  Oil  and  Gas  Company, 
Heard  #1  Well  that  occurs  between  a 
measured  depth  of  8,620  feet  to  10,837 
feet,  which  3delds  a  gross  thickness  of 
2,217  feet, 

[FR  Doc.  81-31664  Filed  16-36-81;  8:46  am] 

BIUING  CODE  6717-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  946 

Surface  Coal  Mining  and  Reclamation 
Enforcement  in  Virginia;  Review  of 
State  Program  Submission 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining, 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  Interior. 
ACTION:  Reopening  of  public  comment 
period. 

summary:  OSM  is  reopening  the  period 
for  review  and  comment  on  the 
resubmission  by  Virginia  of  its  program 
for  the  regulation  of  surface  coal  mining 
and  reclamation  in  the  State.  OSM  is 
reopening  the  comment  period  to  allow 
the  public  sufficient  time  to  consider 
and  comment  on  the  Virginia  program  in 
light  of  the  new  rules  published  on 
October  28, 1981,  under  which  the 
Virginia  program  will  be  evaluated,  and 
on  material  in  the  Administrative 
record. 

DATES:  Written  comments,  data  or  other 
relevant  information  relating  to 
Virginia’s  program  submission  must  be 
received  on  or  before  4:(X)  p.m„ 
November  17, 1981,  to  be  considered. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  Virginia’s 
program  submission  should  be  sent  or 
hand-delivered  to:  Office  of  Surface 
Mining,  Reclamation  and  Enforcement, 
Attention:  Virginia  Administrative 


Record,  603  Morris  Street,  Charleston, 
West  Virginia  25301. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMAHON  CONTACT; 

Christine  Struminski,  Assistant  Regional 
Director,  Division  of  State  and  Federal 
Programs,  603  Morris  Street,  Charleston, 
West  Virginia  25301,  Telephone:  (304) 
342-8125. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  17, 1981,  at  46  FR  41525-41527, 
the  Regional  Director,  Office  of  Surface 
Mining,  published  notice  of  the  public 
hearing  and  the  public  comment  period 
on  the  resubmitted  Virginia  program. 

'The  comment  period  was  scheduled  to 
close  on  September  4, 1981,  but  was 
extended  until  September  8. 1981,  by  the 
Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining  (46  FR 
43698,  August  31, 1981).  On  September 
21-22, 1981,  OSM  and  Virginia 
regulatory  authority  officials  met  in 
executive  session  in  Washington,  D.C.  to 
discuss  the  resubmitted  Virginia^ 
program  (Administrative  Record  No.  Va 
314).  Subsequent  to  that  meeting 
Virginia  submitted  an  Attorney 
General’s  opinion  relating  to  those  parts 
of  the  Virginia  program  that  were  new 
or  revised  since  the  State’s  original 
submission  in  1980,  as  well-as  other  new 
material  (Administrative  Record  No.  VA 
329).  Also,  on  October  28, 1981,  at  46  FR 
53376,  the  Assistant  Secretary — ^Energy 
and  Minerals,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  published  final  rules  that 
amend  30  CFR  730.5,  731.13  and  732.15  to 
give  States  more  flexibility  in  the 
development,  issuance  and  enforcement 
or  regulations  for  surface  coal  mining 
and  reclamation  operations  within  their 
borders. 

Thus,  OSM  is  reopening  the  public 
comment  period  until  4:00  p.m., 
November  17, 1981,  to  allow  the  public 
sufficient  time  to  review  and  comment 
on  the  above  cited  Administrative 
Record  material  and  to  allow  the  public 
sufficient  time  to  consider  and  comment 
on  the  Virginia  program  in  light  of  the 
new  rules  published  on  October  28, 1981, 
under  which  the  Virginia  program  will  . 
be  evaluated. 

This  announcement  is  made  in 
keeping  with  OSM’s  commitment  to 
public  participation  as  a  vital 
component  in  fulfilling  the  purposes  of 
the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977. 

Dated:  October  26, 1981. 

).  R.  Harris, 

Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31792  Filed  16-36-81;  8:48  an) 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44CFRCh.l 

Semi-Annual  Agenda 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 
action:  Semi-annual  agenda. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  section  5  of 
Executive  Order  12291  (“Federal 
Regulations”)  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  is  publishing  its 
semi-aimual  agenda  for  FEMA.  The 
agenda  lists  regulations  that  will  be 
under  development  or  review  through 
the  period  October  15, 1981  to  April  15, 
1982. 

ADDRESS:  Docket  Clerk,  Office  of 
General  Counsel,  Room  835,  500  C 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20472. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  L  Harding,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  Legislation  and  Regulations, 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  287-0377. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12291,  “Federal 
Regulations,”  (46  FR 13193)  directs  each 
Executive  agency  to  adopt  procedures  to 
improve  existing  and  future  regulations. 
Publication  of  an  agenda  of  significant 
regulations  is  called  for  at  least  semi¬ 
annually  in  order  to  give  the  public 
adequate  notice  of  agency  rulemaking 
activities;  also,  publication  of  a 
regulatory  flexibility  agenda  concerning 
rules  likely  to  have  a  significant  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
must  be  published  in  accordance  with  5 
U.S.C.  602  and  605. 

In  fulfillment  of  requirements  imposed 
by  the  Executive  Order  and  5  U.S.C.  601, 
et  seq.,  this  agenda:  (1)  Describes 
regulations  under  development  or 
review  by  FEMA  for  the  period  through 
April  15, 1982;  (2)  indicates  the  need  and 
legal  basis  for  the  action  being  taken;  (3) 
provides  the  name  and  telephone 
number  of  an  agency  ofHcial  familiar 
with  the  regulation;  and  (4)  indicates, 
where  known,  if  a  regulatory  analysis  is 
anticipated. 

Public  comment  on  the  agenda, 
including  that  by  State  and  local 
governments,  is  invited  and  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk. 

If  necessary,  FEMA  will  publish 
supplemental  agenda  to  identify 
additional  significant  regulations  under 
development  or  review.  The  agenda  also 
indicates  those  regulations  which  were 
set  out  in  the  agenda  published  on  April 
24, 1981,  and  on  which  action  has  been 
completed. 


The  agenda  is  not  limited  to  major  or 
significant  rules  and  contains  as  much 
information  as  possible  concerning  all 
FEMA  regulations  to  be  published  in  the 
next  6  months  except  for  routine  flood 
elevation-determinations,  listing  of 
eligible  communities  under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program,  listing  of 
suspended  communities,  and  similar 
designations.  The  agenda  also  lists 
existing  regulations  scheduled  for 
review  under  the  terms  of  Executive 
Order  12291. 

FEMA  REGULATIONS:  TITLE  44, 
CHAPTER  I 

Subchapter  A — ^New  or  Amended 
Regulations 

1.  Rulemaking;  Policy  and  Procedures 

Description.  Sets  forth  procedures  for 
adoption,  through  informal  rulemaking, 
of  FEMA  regulations. 

Status.  Action  on  this  regulation  was 
completed  by  publication  of  a  final  rule 
on  June  24  at  46  FR  32583. 

2.  Organization,  Functions,  and  Delegations 
of  Authority 

Description.  Sets  forth  a  description  of 
the  organization  of  FEMA,  and  its 
several  components,  and  contains 
delegations  of  authority. 

Need.  This  regulation  meets  the  basic 
requirements  of  section  3  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  for 
publication  of  organizational 
information.  The  current  regulation  in 
Part  2  is  being  revised  because  of  a 
FEMA  reorganization. 

Authority.  5  U.S.C.  553, 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (3  CFR 
1978  Comp.  p.  329). 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact.  William  L.  Harding  (202)  287- 
0377. 

Status.  Revised  regulation  being 
drafted. 

3.  Non-Discrimination  in  Federally  Assisted 
Programs 

Description.  Ei^ectuates  for  FEMA  the 
requirements  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil 
Ri^ts  Act  of  1964,  section  504  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  the  Age 
Discrimination  Act  of  1975,  and  Title  IX 
of  the  Education  Amendments  of  1972. 

Need.  FEMA  provides  a  number  of  its 
programs  for  hnancial  assistance  and 
thus  is  subject  to  non-discrimination 
requirements.  While  the  programs  are 
still  subject  to  the  regulations  of 
agencies  from  which  functions  were 
transferred  to  FEMA,  FEMA  needs  its 
own  regulations. 

Authority.  42  U.S.C.  2000d-l;  20  U.S.C. 
1981;  29  U.S.C.  794;  42  U.S.C.  6101; 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (3  CFR 
978  Comp,  p.  329);  Executive  Order 
12127  (3  CFR  1979  Comp.  p.  376); 


Executive  Order  12148  (3  CFR  1979 
Comp.  p.  412). 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact.  John  J.  Brosnahan  (202)  287- 
0700. 

Status.  In  draft. 

4.  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 

Description.  Provides  for  equality  of 
opportunity  in  employment  in  FEMA  for 
all  persons  and  prohibits  discrimination 
on  non-job-related  grounds  in  agency 
personnel  programs,  policies  and 
practices. 

This  item  will  not  be  published  as  a 
codified  FEMA  regulation.  FEMA  will 
use  the  basic  federal  regulation  at  29 
CFR  Part  1613  and  implement  this  with 
its  own  internal  directives. 

5.  Floodplain  Management  and  Protection 
of  Wetlands 

Description.  Relates  to  denial  of 
availability  of  flood  insurance  in  two 
limited  situations  of  the  floodplain 
regulation  §§  9.9(e)(6)  and  9.11(e)(4). 

Need.  To  encourage  sound  floodplain 
management,  the  wise  location  of 
structures  in  flood  hazard  areas,  and 
fiscal  stability  of  the  flood  insurance 
program  consideration  is  given  to 
prohibiting  sale  of  flood  insurance  in 
some  limited  situtations. 

Authority.  Executive  Order  11988; 
Executive  Order  11990;  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  and  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act,  42  U.S.C.  4001,  et  seq.; 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (3  CFR 
1978  Comp.  p.  329);  Executive  Order 
12127  (3  CFR  Comp.  p.  378);  Executive 
Order  12148  (3  CFR  1979  Comp.  p.  412). 
Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact.  John  Scheibel  (202)  287-0380. 
Status.  Proposed  republication  of  rule 
published  at  45  FR  79122.  Enforcement 
suspended  pending  further  study  (45  FR 
79069). 

6.  Floodplain  Management  in  V-Zones 

Description.  Relates  to  actuarial 
rating  for  insurance  purposes  in  coastal 
high  hazard  areas. 

Authority.  Executive  Order  11988, 
Executive  Order  11990,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  and  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act,  42  U.S.C.  4001,  et  seq., 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978, 
Executive  Order  12127,  Executive  Order 
12148. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact  John  Scheibel  (202)  287-0380. 
Status.  This  regulation  was  issued  as 
an  interim  regulation  fully  effective  on 
May  4  (FR  24951).  Among  other  things, 
the  regulation  provides  that  beginning 
October  1, 1981,  flood  insurance  can 
only  be  provided  in  coastal  high  hazard 
areas  if  certain  rating  system  is  used. 
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7.  Enviromnental  Consideration — 
Categorical  Exclusion 

Description.  This  proposal  would 
amend  FEMA  national  environmental 
policy  implementation  regulation  to 
categorically  exclude  actions  relating  to 
temporaty  housing  assistance  under  the 
Disaster  Relief  Act 

Need.  This  rule  simplifies  procedures 
for  providing  temporary  housing 
assistance  to  individual  disaster  victims 
in  readily  fabricated  dwellings  (except 
those  on  group  sites)  be  excluding  this 
assistance  firom  the  requirement  to 
prepare  environmental  assessment. 

Authority.  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  Executive  Order  11514,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order. 

Contact  John  Scheibel  (202)  287-0380. 

Status.  Proposed  rule  issued, 
comments  received,  final  rule  should  be 
issued  before  November  1. 

8.  Financial  Assistanca 

Description,  These  proposed  rules 
apply  to  grants  and  cooperative 
agreements.  There  are  basic  definition 
of  terms  and  set  forth  general  policies 
applicable  to  discretionary  grants 
including  standard  clauses.  There  are 
also  basic  provisions  concerning 
payment  procedures  and  closeout 

Need,  l^ese  regulations  are  the 
funtional  equivalent  of  those  concerning 
procurement  by  FEMA  emd  will 
eventually  incorporate  requirements  and 
provisions  common  to  FEMA  grants. 
However,  these  currently  relate  only  to 
certain  single  type  grants  called 
discretionary  grants.  These  are  needed 
as  guidance  fw  award  of  grants. 

Authority.  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3 
of  1978  (3  CFR 1978  Comp.  p.  329), 
Executive  Order  12127,  l^ecutive  Order 
12148. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact  D.  Ann  Martin  (202)  287- 
3827. 

Status.  Draft  proposed  regulations  are 
in  final  intra-agency  clearance  process. 

9.  Equal  Access  to  Justice 

Description.  This  proposed  rule  would 
implement  for  FEMA  the  provisions  of 
the  Equal  Access  to  Justice  Act  which 
provides  for  award  of  attorney  fees  and 
other  expenses  to  parties  who  prevail 
over  the  Federal  Govermnent  in  certain 
administrative  proceedings. 

Need.  These  regulations  are  required 
by  5  U.8.C.  504  to  specify  procedures  for 
making  these  awar^. 

Authority.  5  U.S.C.  504, 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact.  Brian  Cassidy  (202)  287-0392. 

Status.  Being  drafted. 


REGULATIONS  SCHEDULE)  FOR  REVIEW 
Procurenwnt:  Policy  and  Procedures 

FEMA  procurement  regulations  are 
set  out  in  41  CFR  Chapter  44.  Since 
publication  changes  have  occurred  in 
the  basic  federal  procurement 
regulations  which  require  changes  in  the 
FEMA  regulations.  Also  the  review  will 
make  changes  necessitated  or  shown 
desirable  after  two  years  functioning  as 
a  single  unified  agency.  The  original 
interim  procurement  regulations  were 
drawn  up  while  FEMA  was  undergoing 
its  initial  organization  and  issued 
December  1979. 

Subchapter  B — New  or  Amended 
Regulations 

1.  Prohibition  of  Solid  Breakaway  Walls  in 
V  Zones 

Description.  The  final  rule  is  intended 
to  revise  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program  (NFIP)  regulations  to  prohibit 
the  use  of  solid  breakaway  walls  below 
the  base  flood  elevations  for  new 
construction  or  substantial 
improvements  in  designated  coastal  high 
hazard  areas  (V  Zones).  This  regulation 
is  covered  in  a  section  which  is  being 
studied  as  part  of  the  overall  review  of 
the  flood-plain  management  regulation 
(see  Review  of  Regulations  below)  and 
actions  with  respect  to  it  will  be  taken 
in  the  context  of  diat  review. 

2.  Proposed  Rule  to  Increase  Subsidized 
Flood  Insurance  Rates 

Description.  The  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  (FIA)  pit^osed  to 
increase  the  subsidurod  flood  insurance 
rates  for  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program. 

Status.  A  final  rule  was  published  in 
Federal  Register  on  August  24, 1981, 46 
FR  42674. 

3.  Interim  Rule  Amending  Requirements  for 
Community  Consultation  Prior  to 
Modification  of  Flood  Elevations 

Description.  The  current  National 
Flood  Insurance  regulations  (44  CFR 
Part  66)  require  community  constiltation. 
including  a  meeting  with  community 
officials,  when  FEI^  proposes  to 
modify  flood  elevation  determinations. 
FEMA  has  determined  that  the 
consultation  requirements  should  be 
amended  to  delete  the  requirement  of  a 
community  meeting.  Prior  to  initiation  of 
a  restudy,  FEMA  believes  that  it  can 
continue  to  provide  adequate 
consultation  witii  local  officials  without 
conducting  meetings  prior  to  the 
undertaking  of  moAfications  or 
restudies. 

Need.  There  are  several  reasons  for 
not  conducting  meetings  prior  to 
undertaking  a  study  or  restudy  to 
modify  flood  elevatikms.  Communities 


for  which  such  studies  are  to  be 
undertaken  have  been  participating  in 
the  program  for  some  time  and, 
therefore,  are  presumed  to  have  some 
knowledge  of  the  program.  Also,  flood 
elevation  studies  have  been  previously 
conducted  in  those  communities.  Thus, 
there  is  less  need  to  explain  in  person 
the  process  and  techniques  used  to 
determine  flood  elevations  at  a  formal 
meeting.  Finally,  to  conduct  a  meeting 
prior  to  undertaking  a  study  to  modify 
flood  elevations  will  place  a  great 
administrative  burden  on  FEMA.  Travel 
funds  have  been  greatly  restricted  and 
few  stafl  are  available  to  conduct  the 
meetings. 

Authority.  The  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  and  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973, 42 
U.S.C.  4001,  et  seq.;  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  3  of  1978  (3  CFR  1978  Comp.  p.  329); 
Executive  Order  12127,  effective  April  1, 
1979  (3  CFR  1979  Comp.  p.  376). 

Regulatory  Analysis,  No. 

Contact.  Robert  C.  Chappell,  Office  of 
State  &  Local  Programs  and  Support 
(202)  287-027a 

Status.  An  interim  rule  was  published 
July  13, 1981, 44  FR  35921.  Comments 
were  requested  and  received.  These  are 
being  evaluated.  This  shotild  be 
completed  and  any  changes  made  by 
November  1. 

4.  Standard  Flood  fauuranoe  PoUcy 

Description.  This  rulemaking  will 
amend  the  Standard  Flood  Insurance 
Policy  set  forth  at  Appendix  A  of  44  CFR 
61.13  to  provide  a  “plain  English” 
version  of  the  dwelling  form  insurance 
contract  consistent  with  private  sector 
personal  insurance  lines  practices.  At 
the  same  time,  the  policy  will  be 
amended  in  furtherance  of  program 
hazard  mitigation  gocds,  fiscal  self- 
sufficiency  and  FEMA  litigation 
positions,  as  follows: 

a.  In  the  Insurance  Agreement  and 
Definitions  section,  it  will  be  expressly 
provided  that  the  policy  responds  only 
to  direct  physical  loss  by  flood  to  the 
insured  property.  This  changes  a  case 
law  in  which  the  court  allowed  the 
insured  damages  fcnr,  generally,  loss  of 
use  of  the  property  as  a  residence. 

b.  In  providing  coverage  for  personal 
property,  under  Article  lH — Property 
Covered— the  $500  llmitatioa  of 
coverage  for  works  of  art,  gems, 
precious  metals,  jewelry  and  the  like 
will  be  proposed  to  be  reduced  to  $250. 
Such  items  are  easily  transported  away 
from  flood  waters. 

c.  Buildings  located  on  or  partially 
over  water  will  not  be  oovei^  (Article 
1V.B  and  at  44  CFR  61.5). 
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d.  Personal  property  pollutants  will 
not  be  covered  unless  stored  at  safe 
elevations  (Article  IV.F  and  at  44  CFR 
61.5). 

e.  Mobile  homes  in  special  flood 
hazard  areas  will  not  be  covered  unless 
anchored  to  resist  flotation  or  lateral 
movement  (Article  IV.H  and  at  44  CFR 
61.5). 

f.  In  coastal  high  hazard  areas 
obstructions  below  the  building’s  lowest 
floor,  including  solid  walls, 

“breakaway”  walls,  personal  property 
and  equipment  will  not  be  covered 
(Article  IV.I  and  at  44  CFR  61.5). 

g.  The  deductible  will  be  proposed  to 
be  raised  to  $500.00  for  both  building 
and  contents  losses  and  a  $3,000.00 
deductible  will  be  available  as  to 
property  in  V  Zones.  (Article  V  and  at  44 
CFR  61.5). 

h.  The  policy  renewal  provisions  at 
Article  VII.F  will  explicitly  provide  that 
the  insurer  has  no  obligation  to  give  the 
insured  notice  of  cancellation, 
termination,  policy  lapse  or  renewal  at 
the  expiration  of  ^e  policy  term.  A  new 
rule  will  be  added  to  the  CFR  as  well. 

i.  The  insurer’s  cancellation  authority 
will  be  broadened  to  include,  as  grounds 
for  cancellation,  modification  of  risk 
increasing  the  hazard  by  any  means 
within  the  insured’s  control  and 
intentional  misrating  of  policies. 

(General  Conditions  and  Provisions,  “E” 
and  “F”;  44  CFR  61. 5(h).) 

j. To  establish  a  system  of  general 
agents  (44  CFR  61.5(i)). 

k.  To  reflect  that  the  expense  constant 
is  fully  earned  at  inception  date,  even  in 
the  event  that  a  policy  is  cancelled  or 
considered  void  ab  initio  (44  CFR  61.10). 

l.  To  reflect  that  contents  in  any  one 
described  building  may  be  insured 
under  one  policy  (44  CFR  61.3). 

m.  To  exclude  coverage  for  machinery 
or  equipment  not  contained  within  the 
foundation  wails  of  the  described 
building  (“Property  Not  Conveyed” 
under  the  SHP;  44  CFR  61.5). 

n.  To  provide  only  actual  cash  value 
reimbursement  in  the  case  of  damage  to 
mobile  homes  (“Replacement  Cost 
Provisions”  of  SFIP)  and  to  better  define 
“building,”  as  an  insured  structure  (in  a 
new  “Definitions”  section). 

o.  To  provide  that  the  insurer  in  imder 
no  obligation  to  assure  that  policy 
changes,  reflected  and  accepted  by 
insurer  in  endorsements  submitted 
during  the  renewal  cycle,  are  included  in 
the  new  policy  (a  new  provision  to  be 
added  to  the  SI^). 

p.  To  provide,  in  special  flood  hazard 
areas,  that  "start  of  construction”  for 
insurance  rating  purposes  means  new 
construction  or  substantial  improvement 
commenced  within  180  days  of  the 
building  permit  issuance  date. 


Need.  In  the  case  of  the  “plain 
English”  policy,  a  contract  of  insurance 
readily  readable  by  the  general  public 
and  insurance  professionals,  will  enable 
the  NFIP  to  achieve  the  same  standards 
attained  by  insurers  doing  business  in  ' 
the  private  sector  who  offer  their 
insureds  an  understandable  insurance 
contract  devoid  of  excessive  legalese 
and  couched,  wherever  feasable,  in 
colloquial  terms.  The  concomitent 
changes  in  the  program’s  regulations 
will  further  agency  hazard  mitigation 
goals  which  are,  in  an  insurance  sense, 
loss  prevention  initiatives  (particularly 
“c”,  “d”,  “e”,  and  “f ’,  above),  fiscal  self- 
sufficiency  (all  of  the  above),  and 
litigation  positions  (particularly  “a”,  “k”, 
“j”,  “o”,  and  “p”,  above). 

Authority.  42  U.S.C.  4011,  4013. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact.  Donald  L  Collins,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472  (202)  287-0740. 

Status.  In  draft. 

6.  Crime  Insurance  Policy 

Description.  These  revisions  will  raise 
the  premiums  and  deductibles  charged 
for  both  residential  and  commercial 
business.  The  use  of  geographical 
territories  for  determining  insiurance 
premiums  will  be  eliminated  and 
residential  and  commercial  premium 
rates  will  be  made  uniform  for 
policyholders  regardless  of  location, 
resulting  in  some  instances  in  an 
additional  increase  in  premium  for  some 
policyholders.  The  list  of  commercial 
classification  of  businesses  will  be 
revised  to  distinguish  nonprofit 
organizations,  such  as  churches, 
libraries,  and  public  property  fi'om 
commercial  enterprises  and  to  provide 
for  a  lower  premium  for  the  nonprofit 
organizations  and  higher  rates  for 
commercial  businesses  with  greater 
than  average  exposure  to  crime  losses. 
The  protective  device  requirements  for 
commercial  policyholders  (except 
nonprofit)  will  be  revised  to  require 
alarm  systems,  regardless  of  the  amount 
of  the  firm’s  annual  gross  receipts.  The 
revisions  will  also  provide  clarification 
of  some  policy  terms  which  have  lacked 
adequate  definition. 

Need.  These  revisions  reflect  the 
experience  FIA  has  gained  in 
administering  the  Federal  Crime 
Insurance  program  and  also  the  need  for 
the  Federal  Crime  Insurance  Program  to 
become  fiscally  sounder  and  closer  to  a 
self-supporting  basis. 

Authority.  Sections  1201, 1231,  and 
1233  of  the  Urban  Property  Protection 
and  Reinsurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended,  12  U.S.C.  1749bbb. 


Contact.  Edward  Pasterick,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  287-0840, 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Status.  To  be  proposed. 

6.  Deletion  of  Requirement  diet  Fair  Plan 
Risks  not  be  Insured  at  Rates  Higher  than 
Voluntary  Madket  Rates 

Description.  This  rule  will  delete,  from 
the  FEMA  regulations  dealing  with  the 
Federal  Riot  Reinsurance  Program, 

§  55.3(d)  of  Title  44  of  the  Code  of 
Fedeal  Regulations. 

Need.  Section  1211  of  the  National 
Housing  Act  has  been  amended  by 
deletion  of  the  statutory  authority 
underlying  44  CFR  55.3(dl. 

Authority.  Section .342(b)  of  the 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1981. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact.  Edward  Pasterick,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  287-0840. 

REGULATIONS  SCHEDULED  FOR  REVIEW 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program — 
Floodplain  Management  Matters 

'The  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended,  created  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

Through  this  insurance  program  the 
Federal  Government  makes  available 
flood  insurance  to  people  in 
communities  which  agree  to  take  steps 
to  protect  structures  from  future 
flooding.  Section  1361  of  the  Act  directs 
FEMA  to  develop  comprehensive 
criteria  designed  to  encourage  State  and 
local  governments  to  adopt  adequate 
floodplain  management  measures.  To 
meet  this  statutory  requirement  and  to 
develop  an  actuarially  sound  insurance 
program,  FEMA  developed  minimum 
standards  for  floodplain  management. 
Commimities  must  adopt  and  enforce 
local  floodplain  laws  which  meet  these 
minimum  standards  before  flood 
insurance  will  be  made  available. 

The  NFIP  floodplain  management 
standards  have  been  critized  as  being 
too  specific  in  some  cases  and  too 
inflexible  in  other  cases.  ’The  purpose  of 
our  review  will  be  to  determine  what 
alternatives  are  available  for  addressing 
these  concerns.  The  NFIP  floodplain 
management  criteria  for  flood  prone 
areas  are  to  be  reviewed  by  the  Vice 
President’s  Task  Force  on  Regulatory 
Relief. 

Subchapter  C — ^Fire  Prevention  and 
Control 

% 

No  action. 
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Subduyrter  D— Disaster  Assistance: 

New  (NT  Amended  Regulattons 

1.  individiial  Assistance 

Description.  Subpart  D  revises  and 
updates  the  current  disaster  assistance 
regulations  governing  temporary  housing 
assistance;  disaster  unemployment 
assistance;  individual  and  family  grant 
programs;  food  coupons  and 
distribution;  food  commodities; 
relocation  assistance;  legal  services; 
crisis  counseling  assistance  and 
training. 

Need.  To  reflect  the  reorganization  of 
the  disaster  assistance  functions,  revise 
the  regulations  covering  Federal  disaster 
assistance  for  clarity  and  to  comply  with 
recent  legislative  and  executive 
requirements  (e.g.,  floodplain 
management). 

Authority.  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974, 
42  U.S.C  5121,  et  seq.;  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (3  CFR 1978  Comp.  p. 
329);  Executive  Order  12148  (3  CFR  1979 
Comp,  p.  412);  Executive  Order  12127  (3 
CFR  1979  Comp.  p.  376). 

Contact  Agnes  Mravcak,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency,  (202) 
287-0550. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Status.  Temporary  housing  assistance 
currently  in  draft  within  FEMA.  This 
will  be  published  as  a  proposed  rule  for 
public  comment  in  November  1981. 
Anticipate  publication  as  a  final  rule  by 
March  1982. 

Individual  and  family  grant  programs 
currently  printed  in  the  Feder^  Register 
(46  FR  46973,  September  23, 1981)  as 
proposed  rule;  anticipate  publication  as 
a  final  rule  by  January  15, 1982. 

Food  coupons  and  distribution — no 
activity.  Program  delegated  to  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

Crisis  counseling  assistance  and 
training  currently  in  draft  within  FEMA. 
This  w^  be  published  as  a  proposed 
rule  for  public  comment  in  November 
1981;  anticipate  publication  as  a  final 
rule  by  March  1, 1982.  The  remaining 
parts  of  the  regulation  will  be 
renumbered  but  not  changed. 

2.  Declantioo  PmoeM  (Snbpart  C) 

Description.  Describes  the  procedure 
for  requesting  declarations  of 
emergencies  or  major  disasters  and 
processing  these  requests — the  Federal- 
State  Agreement. 

Need.  To  reflect  the  reorganization  of 
the  disaster  relief  function  and  to 
complete  the  reorganization  updating 
and  revision  of  the  regulations  covering 
Federal  disaster  assistance. 

Authority.  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974. 
42  U.S.C.  5121,  et  seq.;  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (3  CFR  1978  Comp.  p. 


329);  Executive  Order  12127  (3  CFR  1979 
Comp.  p.  376);  Executive  Order  12148  (3 
CFR  1979  Comp.  p.  412). 

Contact  Sewell  H.  E.  Johnson,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency,  (202) 
287-0520. 

Status.  Being  drafted. 

REGULATIONS  SCHEDULED  FOR  REVIEW 

Subpart  A  defines  certain  terms  and 
prescribes  standards  and  procedures  to 
be  followed  in  implementing  sections  of 
Pub.  L  93-288  concerning  the  authority 
and  activity  of  the  Federal  Coordinating 
Officer  (FCO).  Hiis  section  should  be 
reviewed  prior  to  April  15, 1982,  in  light 
of  the  realignment  v^thin  FEMA  and 
proposed  changes  in  Pub.  L  93-288 
dealing  with  the  FCO. 

There  are  no  changes  to  the  public 
assistance  program  regulation  in  44  CFR 
205,  Subparts  E,  F,  G,  H,  J,  K  and  M 
within  the  next  6  months.  The  public 
assistance  regulations  were  revised 
recently  as  a  result  of  a  3-year  effort. 
However,  a  5-year  review  of  these 
regulations  is  scheduled  for  FY 1983. 

Subchapter  E — ^Preparedness:  New  or 
Amended  Regulations 

1.  Peacetime  Screening  of  Reedy  Reserve 

Description.  This  describes  a  system 

for  identifying  key  non-Federal 
employees  who  are  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  so  that  an  assessment 
can  be  made  on  Impact  of  their  call-up 
in  time  of  mobilization,  and  appropriate 
arrangements  made  ahead  of 
mobilization  to  reduce  adverse  impact. 

Need.  In  event  of  mobilization,  the 
Ready  Reserve  may  be  called  to  active 
military  duty.  No  deferment  may  be 
granted  mmnbers  because  of  their 
civilian  employment  It  is  necessary  to 
recognize  tliis  and  develop  measures  to 
assure  performance  of  mobilization 
duties. 

Authority.  Section  103,  National 
Security  Act  of  1947, 50  U.S.C.  404; 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  50 
U.S.C.  App.  2261,  et  seq.;  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (3  CFR  1978  Comp.  p. 
329);  Executive  Order  12127  (3  CFR  1979 
Comp,  p.  376);  Executive  Order  12148  (3 
CFR  1979  Comp.  p.  412). 

Regulatory  analysis.  No. 

Contact  Clair  Blong  (202)  287-3996. 

Status.  Proposed  Ride  (44  CFR  Part 
333)  published  at  46  FR  13528. 

Comments  received  and  rule  is  being 
prepared  in  final  form.  Expected  issue 
date  before  December  1. 

2.  Review  and  Approval  of  State  and  Local 
RacBological  Emergency  Manning  and 
Prepatedbiesa 

Description.  Describes  the  criteria  for 
reviewiii^  evaluating  and  approving 
State  and  local  radiological  emeigency 


plans  and  preparedness.  Describes  the 
processes  FEI^  uses  to  evaluate  and 
determine  State  and  local  governments* 
capability  to  effectively  implement  these 
plans  and  preparedness  measures. 

Need.  On  December  7, 1979,  the 
President  directed  FE^dA  to  take  the 
lead  in  off-site  planning  and  response  to 
nuclear  power  plant  accidents.  Pub.  L 
96-295  requires  NRC,  in  consultation 
with  FEMA,  to  determine  the  adequacy 
of  State  and/or  local  radiological 
emergency  plans  for  responding  to  any 
radiological  emergency  at  nuclear  power 
plants  under  consideration  for  an  NRC 
license.  The  State  and  loccd  plans, 
submitted  to  FEMA  for  review  and 
approval  must  comply  with  standards 
developed  jointly  by  NRC  and  FEMA.  A 
FEMA  regtdation  is  the  most  effective 
and  convenient  way  to  shdW  how  the 
NRC  and  FEMA-assigned 
responsibilities  will  be  carried  out. 

Authority.  Section  201,  Disaster  Relief 
Act  of  1974,  Title  V,  Federal  Civil 
Defense  Act  of  1950,  as  amended; 
Executive  Order  12148  (3  CFR  1979 
Comp.  p.  412);  Presidential  Fact  Sheet 
dealing  with  recommendations  of  the 
President’s  Commission  on  the  Accident 
at  Three  Mile  Island,  dated  December  7, 
1979. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact  Marshall  E.  Sanders  (202) 
287-3843. 

Status.  Published  as  44  CFR  Part  350 
in  45  FR  42341,  June  24, 1980,  as 
proposed  for  comment.  Revised  draft 
.  prepared.  Publication  is  awaiting  certain 
basic  policy  decisions  on  how  FEMA 
will  carry  out  responsibilities. 

3.  Radiological  Emergeocy  Response 
Planning  and  Prqmredness 

Description.  Assigns  Federal  agency 
responsibilities  for  assisting  State  and 
local  governments  in  emergency 
planning  and  preparedness  related  to 
fixed  nuclear  facilities  and 
transportation  accidents  involving 
radioactive  materials. 

Need.  This  regulation  complies,  in 
part,  with  a  statement  made  by  the 
President  on  December  7, 1979,  in  which 
he  directed  FEMA  to  "develop  and  issue 
an  updated  series  of  interagency 
assignments  which  would  delineate 
respective  agency  capabilities  and 
responsibilities  and  dearly  define 
procedures  for  coordination  and 
direction  for  both  emergency  planning 
and  response.” 

Authority.  Executive  Order  12148  (3 
CFR  1979  Comp.  p.  412). 

Regulatory  Analysis.  No. 

Contact  Marshall  B.  Sanders  (202) 
287-3843. 
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Status.  Published  as  44  CFR  Part  351 
in  45  FR  69904,  October  22, 1980,  for 
interim  use  and  comment  within  60 
days.  The  final  rule  should  be  published 
soon. 

4.  Earthquake  and  Hurricane  Plans  and 
Preparedness 

Description.  Procedures  for  FEMA 
Hnancial  assistance  for  contingency 
plans  and  related  preparedness 
activities  for  earthquakes,  hurricanes, 
and  associated  hazards  in  high-risk, 
high-population  areas. 

Status.  Final  rule  published  on 
September  28  at  46  FR  47455. 

5.  Review  of  Policy  Guidance  on  Use  of 
Defense  Production  Act,  Priorities  and 
Allocation  Authorities 

Description.  The  principal  claimant 
agency.  Department  of  Defense,  is 
requesting  that  FEMA  review  and 
reissue  its  policy  guidance  and 
delegation  of  authorities  on  the  use  of 
Defense  Production  Act  priorities  and 
allocations  authorities. 

Need.  Part  322  of  44  CFR  was  last 
issued  in  1963  and  needs  to  reflect 
recent  approved  programs,  delegations 
of  authority  and  policy  guidance. 

Authority.  Defense  Production  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended,  50  U.S.C.  App.  2261, 
et  seq.,  and  Executive  Order  12148. 

Regulatory  Analysis.  Not  yet. 

Cantact.  Clair  K.  Blong,  (202)  287- 
3996. 

Status.  In  draft. 

Dated:  October  15, 1981. 

George  W.  Jett, 

General  Counsel 

|FR  Doc.  81-31735  Filed  10-3O«l;  8:45  am) 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
46  CFR  Part  536 
[Docket  No.  80-54] 

Time/Volume  Rate  Contracts;  Tariff 
Filing  Regulations  Applicable  to 
Carriers  and  Conferences  In  the 
Foreign  Commerce  of  the  United 
States;  Proposed  Rulemaking 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
ACTION:  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  This  rule  prescribes  uniform 
rules  and  regulations  governing  the  Rling 
of  time/ volume  rates.  It  will  eliminate 
the  present  confusion  and  imprecision 
surrounding  existing  time/ volume  rates 
and  their  related  tariff  provisions.  It  will 
also  permit  the  Commission  to  monitor 
the  use  of  time/volume  rates  to  ensure 
that  they  comply  with  the  terms  of  their 
related  contracts  and  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916. 


date:  Comments  (original  and  15  copies) 
due  on  or  before  January  4, 1982. 
ADDRESS  COMMENTS  AND  INQUIRIES  TO: 
Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Room  11101,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  (202)  523-5725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  previously  gave  notice  (46 
FR  57152,  August  27, 1980)  that  it 
proposed  to  amend  46  CFR  536 
(Commission  General  Order  No.  13)  to 
prohibit  the  filing  of  time/volume  rates 
and  to  require  that  existing  tariffs  be 
amended  to  remove  their  currently 
effective  time/volume  rate  provisions 

Time/volume  rates  arise  from 
contracts  between  ocean  carriers  and 
shippers  or  consignees  which  stipulate 
that  for  a  speciHed  or  minimum  volume 
of  cargo,  stated  in  revenue  tons  or 
number  of  containers,  shipped  over  a 
specified  period  of  time,  a  carrier  will 
provide  a  shipper  a  lower  rate  than 
would  be  otherwise  applicable.  The 
time/volume  rate  arrangements  on  file 
with  the  Commission  are  diverse  and 
often  confusing.  They  are  difficult  to 
interpret  and  are  consequently  difficult 
to  monitor.  The  initially  proposed 
prohibition  of  time/volume  rates  was 
intended  to  ensure  that  tariffs  clearly 
state  the  applicable  rate  and  exact  cost 
of  shipping  cargo  prior  to  the  time  of 
transportation,  allowing  for  no 
subsequent  adjustments. 

Those  commenting  on  the  initially 
proposed  rule  generally  agreed  that 
time/volume  rates  are  often  unclear, 
indefinite  and  confusing  to  apply  and  to 
administer.  In  fact,  12  steamship 
conferences  and  one  400-member 
forwarder  association  supported  the 
Commission’s  initial  proposal  to  prohibit 
the  filing  of  time/volume  rates,  noting 
that  the  setting  of  rates  on  the  basis  of 
future  events  raises  questions  of 
enforcement  and  accoimtability.  The 
majority  of  comments,  however, 
opposed  the  total  prohibition  of  time/ 
volume  rates  on  the  grounds  that  such 
rates  are  not  inherently  violative  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  are  beneficial  to  carriers 
and  shippers  alike,  and  meet  valid 
economic  and  commercial  needs. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  comments 
received,  the  Commission  has 
determined  to  permit  the  filing  of  time/ 
volume  rates  subject  to  certain 
conditions,  e.g.,  that  time/volume 
contracts  and  tariffs  contain  provisions 
pertaining  to  publication,  accessibility, 
surcharges,  disabling  occurrences,  and 
deficit  accountability.  In  addition,  the 
Commission  is  proposing  a  requirement 
that  appropriate  shipping  records  be 
maintained  and  made  available  within 
the  United  States  to  support  the  validity 


- — 

of  final  rate  applications.  Finally,  while 
the  proposed  ride  permits  time/voliune 
rates  to  be  offered  in  connection  with 
joint  through  intermodal  transportation, 
this  should  not  be  construed  as 
evidencing  a  Commission  intent  to 
expand  its  substantive  jurisdiction  to 
reach  activities  of  the  ICC-regulated 
service  carriers. 

Interested  persons  who  comment  on 
this  rule  should  provide  the  Commission 
with  an  estimate  of  the  financial  and 
man-hour  burdens  that  will  be  incurred 
in  complying  with  its  provisions. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  rule  is  exempt  fi'om  the 
requirements  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601).  Section 
601(2)  of  that  Act  excepts  from  its 
coverage  any  “rule  of  particular 
applicability  relating  to  rates  *  *  *  or 
practices  relating  to  such  rates  *  * 

As  the  proposed  rule  relates  to  rates  and 
rate  practices,  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  requirements  are  deemed  to  be 
inapplicable. 

PART  536~PUBUSHING  AND  FILING 
TARIFFS  BY  COMMON  CARRIERS  IN 
THE  FOREIGN  COMMERCE  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553 
and  sections  18(b)  and  43  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916  (46  U.S.C.  817(b)  and 
841(a)),  the  Commission  proposes  to 
amend  46  CFR  Part  536  as  follows: 

I.  Amend  §  536.2  by  the  addition  of  the 
following  new  paragraphs  (p)  and  (q): 

§536.2  Definitions. 
***** 

(p)  Time/Volume  Rate.  A  rate  which 
is  conditioned  upon  the  shipment  of  a 
specific  or  minimum  quantity  of  cargo 
over  a  set  period  of  time. 

(q)  Time/Volume  Contract.  An 
agreement  between  a  carrier  or 
conference  of  carriers  and  a  shipper  or 
consignee  governing  the  application  of  a 
time/volume  rate. 

II.  Add  a  new  section  to  536  reading 
as  follows: 

§  536.—  Time/voiume  rates. 

Time/volume  rates  may  be  offered  by 
common  carriers  by  water  in  the  United 
States  foreign  commerce  or  conferences 
of  such  carriers,  subject  to  the  following 
terms  and  conditions: 

(a)  Time/volume  rates  and  related 
standard  form  contracts  shall  be 
published  in  tariffs  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  made  available  to  all 
shippers  for  at  least  30  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  a  contract  period; 

(b)  A  time/volume  contract  shall 
clearly  state: 

(1)  The  commodity  to  which  it  applies; 
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(2)  The  minimum  quantity  of  cargo 
necessary  to  obtain  the  time/ volume 
rate; 

(3)  The  effective  time  period  of  the 
contract: 

(4)  The  origin  and  destination  ports/ 
points  involved; 

(5)  The  manner  in  which  shipment 
records  supporting  the  time/ volume  rate 
are  to  be  maintained  and  the  person 
designated  to  maintain  such  records; 

^  (6)  A  precise  description  of  any 
disabling  circumstances  which  will 
permit  (i)  a  reduction  in  the  quantity  of 
cargo  required  for  the  contract  period, 

(ii)  an  extension  of  the  contract  period, 
or  (iii)  a  discontinuance  of  the  contract; 

(7)  Whether  or  not  any  surcharges 
shall  apply  to  the  time/volume  contract 
rate; 

(8)  That  a  shipper/consignee  shall 
furnish  written  notice  to  the  designated 
record  keeper  of  any  shipment  under  the 
contract; 

(9)  In  situations  where  the  volume 
requirement  will  not  be  met  during  the 
contract  period,  whether  a  shipper/ 
consignee  will  be  permitted  to  pay  the 
deficit  between  the  actual  quantity 
shipped  and  the  minimum  volume 
requirement  or  whether  the  entire 
amount  shipped  during  the  contract 
period  will  be  rerated;  and 

(10)  Whether  reductions  in  quantity 
will  be  permitted  for  Saturdays, 

Sundays  or  legal  holidays  occurring 
during  a  disability  period; 

(c)  If  a  shipper /consignee  fails  to  ship 
the  minimum  quantity  stated  in  the 
contract  and  has  not  otherwise  been 
permitted  to  make  or  elected  to  choose 
the  minimum  declaration  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (b)(9)  of  this  section,  the 
carrier  shall  bill  and  collect  from  such 
shipper/consignee  the  non-time/volume 
rate  in  effect  for  the  commodity  on  the 
date  of  each  shipment; 

(d)  No  time/volume  rate  may  be 
stated  in  terms  of  a  percentage,  fraction, 
decimal,  or  multiple  of  any  other  rate; 

(e)  If  a  specific  reduction  in  the 
quantity  required  for  the  contract  period 
is  stated  in  the  contract  for  situations 
when  a  shipment  caimot  be  made  due  to 
specified  disabling  occurrences,  the 
party  encountering  disability  days  shall, 
within  Hve  days  of  the  date  of  disability, 
provide  written  notice  to  the  person 
designated  to  maintain  records  of  the 
nature  of  disability,  and,  of  its 
termination,  when  that  event  occurs; 

(f)  Every  carrier  or  conference  of 
carriers  offering  time/volume  rates  shall 
designate  a  person  to  maintain  records 
supporting  the  application  of  such  rates  . 
and  shall  so  notify  the  Commission. 
Carriers  and  conferences  domiciled 
outside  the  United  States  shall  designate 
a  resident  representative  in  the  United 


States  for  the  maintenance  of  time/ 
volume  shipment  records; 

(g)  Shipment  records  concerning  each 
time/volume  contract  shall  be 
maintained  by  the  designated  record 
keeper  for  a  period  of  5  years  from  the 
completion  of  each  contract 
By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  81-31754  Filed  10-30-Bl;  IMS  an] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6730-01-M 


46  CFR  Part  536 

[Docket  No.  81-50] 

Per>Container  Rates;  Tariff  Filing 
Requirements  Applicable  to  Carriers 
and  Conferences  in  the  Foreign 
Commerce  of  the  United  States 

AGENCY;  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  time  to  comment. 


summary:  Counsel  for  various  ocean 
shipping  conferences  have  requested  a 
90-day  enlargement  of  time  to  file 
comments  in  this  proceeding  initiated  by 
Federal  Register  notice  of  August  28, 

1981  (46  FR  43474),  The  Commission 
originally  allowed  60  days  for  comment, 
which  period  will  expire  on  October  27, 
1981.  liie  request  speeiks  generally  of  a 
need  for  additional  time  but  fails  even  to 
indicate  that  requesters  have  made  any 
effort  within  the  original  60  day  period 
to  formulate  comments.  Considering  the 
amount  of  time  already  furnished,  an 
additional  90  day  extension  appears 
excessive.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
desirable  to  obtain  comments  from  the 
many  conferences  involved  and, 
therefore,  a  limited  extension  to 
December  10, 1981  is  granted. 

dates:  Comments  (original  and  15 
copies)  due  December  10, 1981. 

ADDRESS  COMMENTS  AND  INQUIRIES  TO: 

Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  (202)  523- 
5725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  None. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31753  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLmO  CODE  6730-01-U 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTAHON 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  571 

[Docket  Ho.  70-07;  Notice  13] 

Fields  of  Direct  View;  AvaHabHIty  of 
Analysis 

agency:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  availability  of 
analysis. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  has 
placed  in  the  public  docket  an  analysis 
relating  to  its  decision  to  terminate  the 
rulemaking  proposing  field  of  direct 
view  requirements  for  trucks,  buses  and 
multipurpose  passenger  vehicles 
(MPV’s)  (July  16, 1981, 46  FR  36873).  In 
that  notice,  the  agency  concluded  that 
additional  research  would  be  necessary 
to  identify  appropriate  performance 
requirements  for  trucks,  buses  and 
MPV’s. The  agency  also  concluded  that 
imcertain  safety  benefits  of  the  proposal 
were  exceeded  by  the  potenfial  costs 
associated  with  the  proposed 
requirements. 

ADDRESS:  Copies  of  the  analysis  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to:  Docket  Section. 
Room  5109,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  George  Parker,  Office  of  Vehicle 
Safety  Standards,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590  (202-426-2720). 

Issued  on  October  22. 1981. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31470  Hied  10-30-61;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-59-H 


49  CFR  Part  571 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards;  Seat  Belt  Assembly 
Anchorages 

agency:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA),  DOT. 
action:  Denial  of  petition  for 
rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  denies  a  petition 
for  rulemaking  filed  by  Toyo  Kogyo 
U.S.A.  regarding  Safety  Standard  No. 
210,  Seat  Belt  Assembly  Anchorages. 
Toyo  Kogyo  requests  that  vehicles 
equipped  with  automatic  belt  systems 
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be  exempted  from  the  manual  belt 
anchorage  location  requirements  of 
paragraph  S4.3.  The  petitioner  contends 
that  it  is  unnecessary  and  costly  to 
require  a  vehicle  manufacturer  to  install 
additional  anchorages  in  a  vehicle 
equipped  with  passive  belts  simply 
because  the  anchorages  for  the  passive 
belts  are  not  located  in  the  areas 
specified  in  paragraph  S4.3. 

NHTSA  is  denying  Toyo  Kogyo’s 
petition  in  this  notice  because  the 
agency  believes  that  the  presence  of 
these  anchorages  in  vehicles  will  allow 
vehicle  owners  who  wish  to  do  so  to 
easily  install  Type  2  manual  belts  that 
fit  and  perform  properly.  Also,  the 
agency  believes  that  the  existing 
requirement  will  result  in  only  a  minimal 
increase  in  the  cost  of  some  vehicles. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  William  Smith,  Office  of  Vehicle 
Safety  Standards,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590,  (202^2&-2242). 

SUPPLEMENTARV  INFORMATION:  Safety 
Standard  No.  210,  Seat  Belt  Assembly 
Anchorages  (49  CFR  571.210],  specifies 
performance  and  location  requirements 
for  seat  belt  assembly  anchorages  used 
in  motor  vehicles.  The  purpose  of  these 
requirements  is  to  ensure  that  seat  belt 
anchorages  are  in  the  proper  location  for 
effective  occupant  restraint  and  to 
reduce  the  likelihood  of  anchorages 
failing  in  a  crash.  The  standard  requires 
all  passenger  cars,  lightweight  trucks, 
and  multipurpose  passenger  vehicles  to 
be  equipped  with  three-point 
anchorages  for  Type  2  belts 
(combination  lap  and  shoulder  belts)  at 
each  forward  facing  outboard 
designated  seating  position.  Two-point 
anchorages  for  Type  1  belts  (lap  belts) 
are  required  at  all  other  designated 
seating  positions  (center  front  and  all 
rear  positions). 

Under  paragraph  S4.3  of  Standard  No. 
210,  anchorages  for  automatic  belts  are 
exempted  from  the  location 
requirements  of  the  standard.  This 
exception  was  provided  to  allow 
manufacturers  to  experiment  with 
various  automatic  belt -designs  to 
determine  the  optimum  anchorage 
locations  in  terms  of  both  effectiveness 
and  comfort  (43  FR  53440,  November  16, 
1978).  The  agency  has  interpreted  this 


provision,  however,  to  reqwre  a 
manufacbirer  to  provide  additional 
anchorages  if  the  anchorages  for  the 
automatic  belt  do  not  fall  within  the 
locations  specified  in  the  standard  for 
Type  2  belts.  These  additional 
anchorages  would  permit  vehicle  ^ 
owners  to  install  properly  located  Type 
2  manual  belts  if  they  so  desire. 

Toyo  Kogyo  U.S.A.  (Toyo  Kogyo],  the 
manufacturer  of  Mazda  motor  vehicles, 
has  petitioned  NHTSA  to  rescind  this 
requirement.  Toyo  Kogyo  equips  some  of 
its  vehicles  with  active  lap  belts  and 
single,  diagonal  automatic  belts.  The 
shoulder  belt  anchorage  installed  for  the 
automatic  belt  does  not  meet  the 
location  requirements  of  paragraph  S4.3, 
and  thus  the  petitioner  must  install 
another  anchorage  in  a  different 
location  for  a  Type  2  belt.  Toyo  Kogyo 
contends  that  there  is  no  need  to 
provide  additional  anchorages  just 
because  the  passive  belt  anchorages  are 
in  the  wrong  location.  The  company 
argues  that  a  vehicle  owner  who  wishes 
to  install  a  manual  belt  can  simply  use 
the  anchorages  installed  for  the  original 
passive  belts.  Toyo  Kogyo  states  that  on 
some  four-door  Mazdas,  a  conventional 
T3q)e  2  manual  belt  is  more  confortable 
to  wear  if  installed  at  the  passive  belt 
anchorages.  Such  a  belt  would  probably 
be  worn  more  often  than  a  belt  installed 
on  anchorages  located  at  points 
approved  by  the  standard.  If 
manufacturers  are  not  required  to 
provide  additional  anchorages,  Toyo 
Kogyo  contends  that  costs  would  be 
reduced.  Rescission  of  the  requirement 
would  also  harmonize  U.S.  and  foreign 
automotive  safety  regulations,  according 
to  Toyo  Kogyo,  since  other  coimtries  do 
not  require  manufacturers  to  install 
additional  anchorages. 

Upon  careful  consideration  of  all 
relevant  facts,  NHTSA  has  decided  to 
deny  Toyo  Kogyo’s  petition.  The  agency 
believes  that  there  is  a  safety  benefit  to 
be  derived  from  requiring  vehicles 
equipped  with  passive  belts  to  have 
additional  anchorages  that  are  properly 
located  for  a  Type  2  manual  belt.  These 
anchorages  enable  the  owners  of  such 
vehicles  to  easily  install  Type  2  manual 
belts  if  they  so  desire.  An  owner  may 
wish  to  install  such  a  belt  if  the  passive 
belt  has  been  damaged  in  an  accident  or 
removed  from  the  vehicle  by  the 


vehicle’s  original  owner.  The  existence 
of  the  anchorages  would  facilitate  the 
installation  of  manual  belts.  While  it  is 
true  that  the  owner  could  install  the  belt 
on  the  passive  belt  anchorages,  there  is 
no  assurance  that  the  belt  will  fit 
correctly  or  perform  properly  in  a  crash 
in  such  a  position. 

NHTSA  believes  that  the  cost 
increase  associated  with  these 
additional  anchorages  is  minimal  at 
best.  "Seat  belt  an^orage’’  is  defined  in 
paragraph  S3  of  Standard  No.  210  as  a 
provision  for  transferring  seat  belt 
assembly  loads  to  the  vehicle  structure. 
Thus,  a  seat  belt  anchorage  can  be  as 
simple  as  an  identifiable  area  that  is 
capable  of  withstanding  the  loads 
specified  in  the  stands^.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  drill  holes  or  install 
hardware. 

Since  additional  anchorages  can  be 
installed  in  a  vehicle  at  low  cost  and 
such  devices  will  provide  a  safety 
benefit  for  the  public,  the  petition  of 
Toyo  Kogyo  is  denied. 

(Secs.  103, 119,  Pub.  L  89-563, 80  Stat.  718  (15 
U.S.C.  1392, 1407);  delegations  of  authority  at 
49  CFR  1.50  and  49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  October  22, 1981. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31468  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-SO-M 

49  CFR  Part  571 

[Docket  No.  81-19;  Notice  1] 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards;  Lamps,  Reflective  Devices, 
and  Associated  Equipment 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-30604  appearing  on 
page  51793  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
October  22, 1981,  make  the  following 
correction: 

In  the  first  column  of  page  51793, 
under  “DATES”,  remove  “Proposed 
effective  date:  November  23, 1981’’.  The 
proposed  efiective  date  is  30  days  from 
the  date  the  mnendments  are  adopted  as 
final  rules.  (The  comment  closing  date  of 
December  7, 1981  remains  the  same.) 

BILUNO  CODE  1605-«1-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functiorrs  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

'Soil  and  Water  Resources 
Conservation  Act  of  1977  (RCA); 
Program  Report  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement;  Availability 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  USDA. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Availability  and 
Request  for  Comment 

summary:  The  Soil  and  Water 
Resources  Conservadon  Act  of  1977 
(RCA),  Public  Law  95-192,  directs  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to:  (1) 
appraise  soil,  water,  and  related 
resources  and  determine  their  capability 
and  limitations  for  meeting  current  and 
projected  demands;  (2)  develop  a 
conservation  program  that  sets  forth  the 
direction  of  the  Department's  future  soil 
and  water  conservation  edorts;  (3) 
ensime  public  participation  in  decisions 
on  the  appraisal  and  program;  and  (4) 
transmit  the  appraisal  and  program  to 
the  President  for  submission  to  the 
Congress. 

This  action  advises  the  public  that  the 
revised  1981  draft  RCA  Program  Report 
and  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
will  be  available  for  review  on 
November  6, 1981. 

The  Department  requests  comments, 
suggestions,  and  other  information  on 
the  revised  draft  document  to  be 
considered  in  making  decisions  on  the 
final  RCA  program.  Comments  should 
be  sent  to  the  appropriate  Soil 
Conservation  Service  state 
conservationist  listed  below.  Comments 
originating  in  the  Washington,  D.C., 
metropolitan  area  should  be  sent  to  the 
RCA  dearinghouse. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  postmarked 
no  later  than  January  15, 1982,  to  be 
considered  in  RCA  decisions. 
ADDRESSES:  The  revised  draft  document 
y  is  available  for  review  on  the  premises 
I  of  local  offices  of  the  Agricultural 


Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service.  Hie 
location  and  phone  number  of  the 
nearest  offices  may  be  found  in  the  local 
telephone  directory  bated  under  U.S. 
Government,  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Single  copies  of  the  revised  draft 
docuntent  may  be  obtained  from  one  of 
the  following  state  conservationists  or 
from  the  RCA  dearinghouse. 

Ernest  V.  Todd,  Wright  Building,  138  South 
Gay  Street  P.O.  Box  311,  Alabama,  Auburn 
36830,  Phone:  634-4535  Federal 
Telecommunications  Systems  (FTS),  205- 
821-8070  Commercial  (CML). 

Weymeth  E.  Long,  Suite  129,  I^fessional 
Building,  2221 R  Northern  Lights  Blvd., 
Alaska,  Anchorage  99504,  nione:  907-276- 
4246  (FTS  &  CML). 

Verne  M.  Bathurst  230  N.  1st  Avenue,  3008 
Federal  Building,  Arizona,  Phoenix  85025, 
Phone:  603-261-6711  (FTS  ft  CML). 

Jack  G.  Davis,  Federal  Building,  Room  5029, 
700  West  Capitol  Street  P.O.  Box  2323, 
Arkansas,  Little  Rock  72203,  Phone:  740- 
5445  (FTS),  501-378-5445  (CML). 

Francis  C.  H.  Lum,  2828  Chiles  Road, 
California,  Davis  95616,  Phone:  916-758- 
2200  ext  210  (FTS  ft  CML). 

Sheldon  G.  Boone,  2490  West  26th  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  17107,  Colorado,  Denver  80217, 
Phone:  327-4275  (FTS)  303-637-4275  (CML). 
Philip  H.  Christensen,  Mansfield  Professional 
Park,  Route  44A,  Connecticut  Storrs  06288, 
Phone:  244-2547  (FTS),  203-429-9361 
(CML). 

Otis  D.  Fincher,  Treadway  Towers,  Suite  2-4, 
9  East  Loockerman  Street  Delaware,  Dover 
19901,  Phone:  487-9148  (FTS)  302-678-0750 
(CML). 

James  W.  Mitchell,  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box 
1208,  Florida,  GainesviUe  32602,  Phone: 
946-7201  (FTS)  904-377-8732  (CML). 

Dwight  M.  Treadway,  Federal  Building,  355  E. 
Hancock  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  832,  Georgia, 
Athens  30603,  Phone:  250-2273  (FTS),  404- 
546-2273  (CML). 

Jack  P.  Kanalz,  300  Ala  Mona  Blvd.,  Room 
4316,  P.O.  Box  50004,  Hawaii,  Honolulu 
96850,  Phone:  808-546-3165  (FTS  ft  CML). 
Amos  1.  Garrison,  Jr.,  Room  345, 304  North  8th 
Street  Idaho,  Boise  83702,  Phone:  554-1601 
(FTS)  208-334-1601  ext  1601  (CML). 
Warren  J.  Fitzgerald,  Springer  Federal 
Building,  301 N.  Randolph  Street  Illinois, 
Champaign  61820,  Hione:  958-5267  (FTS), 
217-398-5267  (CML). 

Robert  L  Eddleman,  Corporate  Square-West 
Suite  2200, 5610  Crawfordsville  Road, 
Indiana,  Indianapolis  46224,  Phone:  331- 
4350  (FTS),  317-269-6515  (CML). 

William  J.  Brune,  693  Federal  Building,  210 
Walnut  Street,  Iowa,  Des  Moines  50309, 
Phone:  862-4260  (FTS),  515-284-4260 
(CML). 

John  W.  Tippie,  760  South  Broadway,  PjO. 
Box  600,  I^sas,  Saline  67401,  Phone:  752- 
4753  (FTS).  913-825-9535  (CML). 


Eddie  L  Wood,  Jr.,  333  Waller  Avenue. 
Kentucky,  Lexington  40504, 1%one:  355- 
2749  (FTS),  606-233-2749  ext  2749  (CML). 

Alton  Mangum,  3737  Government  Street 
Alexandria  71301,  Phone:  407-7751  (FIS) 
318-473-7751  (CML). 

Billy  R.  Abercrombie,  USDA  Building, 
University  of  Maine,  Maine,  Oiono  04473, 
Phone:  833-7494  (FTS),  207-868-2132 
(CML). 

Gerald  R.  Calhoun,  Room  522, 4321  Hartwick 
Road.  Maryland,  College  Paric  20740, 

I%one;  301-344-4180  (FTS  ft  CKfl.). 

Sherman  L  Lewis,  451  West  Street 
Massachusetts,  Amherst  01002,  Phone:  413- 
258-0441  (FTS  ft  CML). 

Homer  R.  FBlner,  Room  101, 1405  South 
Harrison  Road,  Michigan,  East  Lansing 
48823,  Phone:  374-6702  (FTC).  517-337-6702 
ext  242  (CML). 

Harry  M.  Major,  200  Federal  Bldg,  ft  US. 
Courthouse,  316  North  Robert  Street 
Miimesota,  St  Paul  55101,  Mione:  612-725- 
7675  (FTS  ft  CML). 

Billy  C.  Griffin,  Federal  Building,  Suite  132, 

100  West  Capitol  Street  Mississippi, 
Jackson  39201,  Phone:  490-5205  (^).  601- 
960-5205  (CML). 

Paul  F.  Larson,  5^  Vandiver  Drive,  Missouri. 
Columbia  65201,  Phone:  276-3145  (FTS). 
314-442-2271  ext  3155  (CML). 

Van  K.  Haderlie,  Federal  Building,  E. 

Babcock,  Montana,  Bozeman  59715. 1%one: 
585-4322  (FTS).  406-587-5271  ext  4322 
(CML). 

Albert  R  Sullivan,  Federal  Building,  100 
Centennial  Mall  North,  Room  345,  P.O.  Box 
82502,  Nebraska,  Lincoln  68501,  Phone:  541- 
5300  (FTS),  402-471-5300  (CML). 

Gerald  C.  Thola,  Room  308, 50  S.  Virginia 
Street  U.R  Post  Office,  P.O.  Box  4850, 
Nevada,  Reno  89505,  Phone:  470-5304 
(FTS),  702-784-5304  (CML). 

Richard  L  Porter,  Federal  Building,  New 
Hampshire,  Durham  03824,  Phone:  834-0505 
(FTS),  603-868-7581  (CML). 

Plater  T.  Campbell,  1370  Hamilton  Street, 

P.O.  Box  219,  New  Jersey,  Somerset  08873, 
Phone:  342-5341  (FTS),  201-248-1205  ext  20 
(CML). 

Raymundo  T.  Margo,  517  Gold  Avenue.  SW. 
P.O.  Box  2007,  New  Mexico,  Albuquerque 
87103,  Phone;  474-2173  (FTS).  505-766-2173 
(CML). 

Paul  A.  Dodd,  U.S.  Courthouse  ft  Federal 
Building,  100  S.  Clinton  Street  Room  771, 
New  York,  Syraciue  13260,  Phone:  950-5521 
(FTS).  315-423-5521  (CML). 

Coy  A.  Garrett  310  New  Bern  Avenue, 
Federal  Building,  Room  544,  P.O.  Box  27303, 
North  Carolina,  Raleigh  27661,  Phone;  672- 
4210  (FTS),  919-755-4210  (CML). 

J.  Michael  Nethery,  Rosser  Avenue  ft  Third 
Street,  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box  1458, 
North  Dakota,  Bismarck  58502,  Phone:  783- 
4421  (FTS),  701-255-4011  ext  421  (CML). 
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Robert  R.  Shaw,  Room  522,  200  North  High 
Street  Ohio,  Columbus  43215,  Phone;  943- 
6962  (FTS),  614-469-6962  (CML). 

Roland  R.  Willis,  Agriculture  Building,  Farm 
Road  &  Brumley  Street,  Oklahoma, 

Stillwater  74074,  Phone:  728-4360  (FTS), 
405-624-4360  (CML). 

Guy  W.  Nutt,  Federal  Office  Building.  1220 
S.W.  3rd  Avenue,  Oregon,  Portland  97204, 
Phone:  423-2751  (FTS).  503-221-2751 
(CML). 

Graham  T.  Munklttrick,  Federal  Bldg.  & 
Courthouse,  Box  985  Federal  Square 
Station,  Pennsylvania.  Harrisburg  17108, 
Phone:  598-2202  (FTS),  717-782-2202 
(CML). 

I.  R.  Emmanuelli,  Caribbean  Area,  Federal 
Officea  Bldg.,  Rm.  633, 6th  Floor,  Puerto 
Rico,  San  )uan  00918,  Mailing  address:  GPO 
Box  4868,  Puerto  Rico,  San  Juan  00936, 
Phone:  809-753-4206  (CML). 

Donald  M.  McArthur,  46  Quaker  Lane,  Rhode 
Island,  West  Warwick  02893,  Phone:  528- 
4654  (FTS)  401-828-1300  (CML). 

George  E.  Huey,  1835  Assembly  Street  Room 
950,  Strom  lliurmond  Federal  Bldg.,  South 
Carolina,  Columbia  29201,  Phone:  677-5681 
(FTS),  803-765-5681  (CML). 

Robert  D.  Swenson,  Federal  Building,  200  4th 
Street,  S.W.,  P.O.  Box  1357,  South  Dakota, 
Huron  57350,  Phone:  782-2333  (FTS).  605- 
352-8651  (CML). 

Donald  C.  Bivens,  Room  675,  U.S.  Courthouse, 
801  Broadway  Street,  Tennessee,  Nashville 
37203,  Phone;  862-5471  (FTS).  615-251-5471 
(CML). 

George  C.  Marks,  W.  R.  Poage  Federal 
Building,  101  S.  Main  Street  P.O.  Box  648, 
Texas,  Temple  76501,  Phone:  736-1214 
(FTS).  817-774-1214  (CML). 

George  D.  McMillan,  Room,  4012  Federal 
Building,  125  So.  State  Street,  Utah,  Salt 
Uke  City  84138,  Hione  588-5050  (FTS), 
801-524-5050  (CML). 

John  C.  Titchner,  1  Burlington  Square,  Suite 
205,  Vermont,  Burlington  05401,  Phone:  832- 
6795  (FTS).  802-951-6795  (CML). 

Manly  S.  Wilder,  Federal  Bldg.,  Room  9201, 
400  North  8th  Street,  P.O.  Box  10026, 
Virginia,  Richmond  23240,  Ilione:  925-2456 
(FTS),  804-771-2457  (CML). 

Lynn  A.  Brown,  360  U.S.  Courthouse,  West 
920  Riverside  Avenue,  Washington, 

Spokane  99201,  Phone:  439-3711  (FTS),  509- 
456-3711  (CML). 

Craig  M.  I^ht  75  High  Street  Room  301, 

West  Virginia,  Morgantown  26505,  Phone: 
923-7151  (FTS),  304-599-7151. 

Cliffion  A.  Maguire.  4601  Hammersley  Road, 
Wisconsin,  Madison  53711,  Phone:  364-5351 
(FTS).  608-264-5351  (CML). 

Frank  S.  Dickson,  Jr.,  Federal  Office  Building, 
100  East  B.  Street  P.O.  Box  2440,  Wyoming, 
Casper  82601,  Phone:  328-5201  (FTS).  307-  . 
265-5550  (CML). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

RCA  Response  Office,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  P.O.  Box  2890, 
Washington,  D.C.  20013,  Telephone  (202) 
382-8059. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Release 
of  the  revised  draft  1981  RCA  Program 
Report  and  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  begins  a  second  period  of 
public  comment  on  RCA.  In  early  1980, 


the  public  had  the  opportunity  to 
comment  on  a  draft  RCA  Appraisal  and 
a  draft  RCA  Program  Report  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

The  Appraisal  documents  were 
finalized  and  released  to  the  public  in 
August  1981.  The  Program  Report  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  was 
revised  to  reflect  previous  public 
comment.  The  revised  program  report 
presents  a  preferred  program  for  future 
USDA  soil  and  water  conservation 
activities.  The  foundation  of  the 
preferred  program  is  greater  cooperation 
among  local  and  state  govenunents  and 
the  federal  government  in  solving 
conservation  problems  and  redirecting 
present  programs.  The  program 
addresses  speciHc  national  resource 
priorities.  It  targets  conservation 
activities  in  order  to  reduce  most  serious 
erosion  and  correct  related  resource 
problems  that  impair  the  Nation’s 
agricultural  productivity. 

Individuals,  organizations,  and 
agencies  are  encouraged  to  comment  on 
the  revised  draft  1981  Program  Report 
and  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
USDA  will  consider  all  comments  on  the 
revised  draft  in  making  final  program 
decisions. 

(Public  Law  95-192  Stat.  1407, 18  U.S.C.  2001 
et  seq.  November  18, 1977) 

Dated:  October  27, 1981. 

John  B.  Crowell,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Natural  Resources 
and  Environment. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31756  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-01-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  37732;  Order  81-10-134r 

Air  New  Mexico,  Inc.;  Application  for 
Compensation  for  Losses;  Order  To 
Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  22nd  day  of  October,  1981. 

On  February  26, 1980,  Air  New 
Mexico,  Inc.  (formerly  Zia  Airlines]  filed 
notice  of  its  intent  to  terminate  its 
service  at  Alamogordo  and  Silver  city. 
New  Mexico,  effective  April  1, 1980 
(Docket  37732).  By  Order  80^3-162,  we 
required  Air  New  Mexico  to  continue  its 
service  for  an  initial  30-day  period 
through  April  30, 1980,  and  subsequently 
extended  this  requirement  through  June 
29, 1980  by  Orders  80-4-215  and  80-5- 
219. 

Air  New  Mexico  filed  a  petition  under 
Part  324  of  the  Procedural  Regulations 
on  March  28, 1980,  seeking  advance 
compensation  of  ^,098  per  month  for 
losses  incurred  in  providing  essential  air 


service  to  both  Alamogordo  and  Silver 
City.  On  April  3, 1980,  Air- New  Mexico 
provided  additional  justiHcation  for  its 
request  for  advance  payment,  and 
supplied  revised  data  for  its 
compensation  request.  After  our  review 
of  Air  New  Mexico’s  petition  with  its 
supplementary  justification,  and 
information  made  available  through  a 
Board  auditor,  we  decided  that  the 
carrier  was,  indeed,  in  a  severe  cash 
flow  situation  and  an  advance  payment 
of  $40,336  was  warranted. 

This  rate  was  for  service  with  Id- 
passenger  Jetstream  aircraft.  We 
required  Air  New  Mexico  to  provide 
Silver  City  with  two  round  trips  each 
weekday  and  weekend  period  to 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico,  and  to 
provide  Alamogordo  three  round  trips 
each  weekday  and  weekend  period  to 
Albuquerque.*  Yet,  information  provided 
by  a  CAB  auditor  showed  that  in  April 
about  25  percent  of  the  Alamogordo/ 
Silver  City  service  was  being  provided 
with  8-seat  Cessna  402  equipment.  Since 
that  aircraft  costs  only  about  one-half  as 
much  as  the  Jetstream  to  operate, 
continued  payments  at  the  level  we  had 
set  would  have  been  excessive. 
Moreover,  about  20  percent  of  scheduled 
flights  were  either  canceled  without 
notice  or  did  not  operate  on  schedule. 
Hence,  we  revised  the  rate  downward  to 
$25,149  and  ceased  making  advance 
payments.  (Order  80-&-10).  On  May  21, 
1980,  Air  New  Mexico  terminated  all  of 
its  air  service  operations,  leaving 
Alamogordo  and  Silver  City  without  any 
direct  service  to  Albuquerque,  the 
designated  hub,  for  both  cities.  We 
immediately  invited  proposals  to 
provide  replacement  service  at  both 
points. 

The  advance  interim  compensation 
paid  Air  New  Mexico  is  subject  to 
adjustment  on  the  basis  of  its  actual 
losses.  The  carrier  has  not  Hied  a  final 
claim  as  required  by  our  Procedural 
Regulations.®  We  have,  therefore, 
decided  to  propose  a  final  rate  on  the 
basis  of  other  available  information. 

Data  in  this  case  are  limited  to 
information  collected  by  a  CAB  auditor 
who  happened  to  be  on  site  on  other 
business  during  the  time  Air  New 
Mexico  was  providing  the  EAS  at  issue 


'  Air  New  Mexico  was  then  providing  a  level  of 
service  which  more  than  met  the  essential  service 
requirements  established  in  Order  80-2-162. 
Consistent  with  Section  419(a)(7)(c)  of  the  Act,  the 
level  of  compensation  we  established  was  that 
required  to  cover  losses  only  for  the  provision  of 
essential  services. 

’Section  324.3(a)(3).  Subsequent  to  its  termination 
of  service  our  staff  requested  Air  New  Mexico  to 
Tile  a  final  claim,  but  it  has  not  responded.  The 
carrier  no  longer  has  any  operating  authority  from 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administratioa 
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here.  The  information  is  adequate  to 
determine  a  final  rate  which  reasonably 
approximates  Air  New  Mexico’s  actual 
losses.  We  know  fiom  the  auditor  how 
many  essential  air  service  flights  were 
operated,  by  aircraft  type.  Based  on  a 
sample  of  actual  block  times  in  each  of 
the  markets  we  have  estimated  the 
block  hours  operated  in  EAS  during 
April  and  May  1980.  We  calculated 
operating  expenses  by  multiplying  the 
block  horn's  operated  with  each  aircraft 
type  times  representative  costs  of  other 
carriers  for  whom  we  have  operating 
cost  data  for  the  same  aircraft  types. 
Revenues  were  estimated  by 
extrapolating  passenger  and  fare  data 
collected  by  the  auditor  for  the  first  14 
days  of  April.  Based  on  the  mix  of 
owned  and  leased  aircraft  operated  by 
Air  New  Mexico,  we  applied  a  profit  of 
9.8  percent  of  operating  expenses.’ The 
resulting  compensation  due  Air  New 
Mexico  for  April  and  May  is  $40,256,  or 
$80  less  than  the  advance  interim 
compensation  paid.  We  tentatively 
conclude  that  ^is  is  the  appropriate 
final  rate  of  compensation  for  the 
provision  of  essential  air  service  at 
Alamogordo  and  Silver  City  by  Air  New 
Mexico.  While  we  believe  this  anlaysis 
reasonably  establishes  compensation 
due  Air  New  Mexico,  in  view  of  the 
small  amount  of  the  balance  due,  and 
the  administrative  costs  tiiat  would  be 
involved  in  trying  to  collect  that  amount, 
we  do  not  intend  to  pursue  the  matter. 

Accordingly,,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204Ca)  and  419, 

1.  We  direct  Air  New  Mexico,  Inc.  to 
show  cause  why  we  should  not  adopt 
the  tentative  findings  and  conclusions 
set  forth  above; 

2.  All  further  procedures  herein  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of 
Practice,  particularly  Rules  302  et  aeq., 
and  if  there  is  any  objection  to  the  rate 
proposed  in  this  order,  notice  thereof 
shall  be  filed  within  10  days,  and,  if 
notice  is  filed,  written  answer  and 
supporting  documents  shall  be  filed 
within  30' days  after  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order; 

3.  If  notice  of  objection  is  not  filed 
within  10  days,  or  if  notice  is  filed  and 
answer  is  not  filed  within  30  days  after 
service  of  this  order^we  shall  deem  all 
parties  to  have  waived  the  right  to  a 
hearing  and  all  other  procedural  steps 
short  of  a  final  decision  by  the  Board, 
and  we  may  enter  an  order  fixing  the 
final  rate  of  compensation  specified 
herein;  and 


’Owned  equipment  (95  percent  of  total)  at  10 
percent  markup  and  leased  equipment  (5  percent  of 
total]  at  6  percent  markup=9.8  percent. 


4.  We  shall  serve  this  order  on  Afir 
New  Mexico,  Inc. 

We  ^all  publish  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register.. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Boardi^ 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary, 


Air  New  Mexico—Computation  of  Subsidy 
Need,  April  1980 


Proposed 

compensa¬ 

tion 

•  $130,647 
« 156,650 

(25,003) 

•15.253 

(40,256) 

‘  Revenue  constructed  from  passenger  and  fare  data  for 
first  14  days  of  April  isea 

‘Expanses  baaed  on  block  hours  oparalad  wwth  each 
aircraft  type  times  representative  costs  of  other  carriers 
operating  the  same  ahaatt  type. 

*  Profit  element  of  9.8  percerrt  of  operating  expenses  was 
allowed  sinoo  there  wes  a  mixture  of  both  owned  and  laesed 
equipment;  La,  96  paioant  owned  a<)uipment  at  10  percent 
markup,  and  5  percent  leased  ee|uipment  at  6  percent 
markup=9.8  perosnL 

[FR  Doc.  81-31788  Piled  10-30-81;  8:48  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6SI0-01-M 


[40161] 

Jetwest  International  Fitness 
Investigation;  Prehearing  Conferecne 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
prehearing  conference  in  the  above- 
titled  matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
November  5, 1981,  at  10:00  a.m.  (local 
time],  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  D, 
Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  the  undersigned. 

The  issues  in  the  proceeding  will  be 
those  prescribed  by  die  Board  in  Order 
81-10-122.  Parties  will  present  at  the 
conference  requests  for  any  evidence  in 
addition  to- that  submitted  with  the 
application  and  be  prepared  to  propose 
fu^er  procedural  dates. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  28, 
1981. 

William  A.  Kane,  |r.. 

Administrative  Law  Judge, 

|FR  Doc.  81-31759  Filed  10-30«:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  40161] 

Jetwest  International  Fitness 
Investigation;  Notice  of  Assignment  of 
Proceeding 

This  proceeding  has  been  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  fudge  WHliam  A. 
Kane,  Jr.  Fature  eommunications  should 
be  addressed  to  Judge  Kane. 


*  All  Members  concurred. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C,  October  26, 
1981. 

Joseph  J.  Saimders, 

Chief Administrative  Law  fudge, 

[FR  Doc.  81-31763  Filed  lO-SO-Sl;  8NS  am) 

BILLING  CODE  e320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

Annual  Wholesaie  Trade; 

Consideration 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census  is  planing  to  conduct  in 
1982  the  Annual  Wholesale  Trade 
Survey.  This  survey  will  be  conducted 
under  title  13,  U.S.C.  182, 224,  and  225 
and  win  provide  data  for  1981  covering 
year-end  inventories  and  annual  sales  of 
firms  engaged  in  wholasale  trade.  This 
survey  is  the  only  source  available  on  a 
comparable  classification  basis  for  use 
as  a  benchmark  for  statistical  estimates 
of  wholesale  trade.  Such  a  survey,  if 
conducted,  shaU  begin  not  earlier  than 
December  31, 1961. 

Information  and  recommendations 
received  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
indicate  that  the  data  wiU  have 
significant  application  to  the  needs  of 
the  public,  t^  distributive  trades,  and 
governmental  agencies,  and  that  the 
data  are  not  publicly  available  from 
nongovernmental  or  other  governmental 
sources. 

Reports  will  be  required  only  firom  a 
selected  sample  of  merchant  wholesale 
firms  operating  in  the  United  States  with 
probability  of  selection  based  on  sales 
size.  The  sample  will  provide,  with 
measurable  reliability,  statistics  on  the 
subject  specified  above. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and  a 
description  of  the  collection  mediods  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  Washington,  D.C. 
20233. 

Any  suggestions  or  recommendations 
concerning  the  subject  matter  of  this 
proposed  survey  will  receive 
consideration  if  submitted  in  writing  to 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  on  or 
before  December  31, 1981. 

Dated:  October  27, 1981. 

Bruce  Chapman, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census, 

|FR  Doc.  81-31880  Filed  10.30.81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-07-M 


Survey  of  Retail  Sales  and  Inventories; 
Consideration 

Notice  is  hereby  given  ftat  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census  is  considering  a  proposal 
to  repeat  in  1982  the  Annual  Retail 
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Trade  Survey,  which  has  been 
conducted  each  year  since  1951  (except 
1954)  under  title  13,  United  States  Code, 
sections  182, 224,  and  225.  This  survey  of 
retail  firms  is  conducted  to  collect  data 
covering  year-end  inventories,  accounts 
receivable  balances,  and  annual  sales. 
This  survey,  which  would  provide  data 
for  1981,  is  the  only  continuing  source 
available  on  a  comparable  classiBcation 
and  timely  basis  for  use  as  a  benchmark 
for  developing  estimates  of  retail 
inventory,  accounts  receivable,  and 
sales.  Such  a  survey,  if  conducted,  shall 
begin  not  earlier  than  December  31, 

1981. 

Information  and  recommendations 
received  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
indicate  that  the  data  will  have 
significant  application  to  the  needs  of 
the  public,  the  distributive  trades,  and 
governmental  agencies,  and  that  the 
data  are  not  publicly  available  fit)m 
nongovernmental  or  other  governmental 
sources. 

Reports  will  be  required  only  from  a 
selected  sample  of  firms  operating  retail 
establishments  in  the  United  States, 
with  probability  of  selection  based  on 
their  sales  size.  The  sample  will  provide, 
with  measurable  reliability,  statistics  on 
the  subjects  specified  above. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and  a 
description  of  the  collection  methods  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  Washington,  D.C. 
20233. 

Any  suggestions  or  recommendations 
concerning  the  subject  matter  of  this 
proposed  survey  will  receive 
consideration  if  submitted  in  writing  to 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
on  or  before  December  17, 1981. 

Dated:  October  28, 1961. 

Bruce  Qiapumn, 

Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

[FR  Doc  n-31743  Pilad  10-30-n;  6:45  unl 
WUINa  CODE  SS10-07-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMEMTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS* 

Adjusting  Import  Level  for  Certain 
Cotton  Textile  Products  From  Republic 
of  Singapore 

October  28, 1981. 
aocncy:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
action:  Controlling  imports  of  other 
woven  cotton  fabrics,  such  as  lawn  and 
voile,  in  category  320,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Singapore  and 
exported  during  the  agreement  year 
which  began  on  January  1, 1981  at  a 
level  of  6,000,000  square  yards. 


(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Regtoter  on 
February  28, 1980  (45  FR  13172),  as  amended 
on  April  23, 1980  (45  FR  27463),  August  12, 

1980  (45  FR  53506)  December  24. 1980  (45  FR 
85142],  May  5, 1981  (46  FR  25121),  and 
October  5, 1981  (46  FR  48963)) _ 

SUMMARY:  Under  the  terms  of  the 
Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  September 
21  and  22. 1978,  as  amended,  between 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  Singapore,  the 
United  States  has  decided  to  control 
imports  of  cotton  textile  products  in 
Category  320  in  the  same  manner  as 
other  categories  are  currently  being 
controlled. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  4, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ronald  J.  Sorini,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230  (202/377-4212). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  19, 1980,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  83649)  a 
letter  dated  December  16, 1980  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  which 
established  levels  of  restraint  for  certain 
specified  categories  of  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Singapore 
which  may  be  entered  into  the  United 
States  for  consumption,  or  withdrawn 
fi'om  warehouse  for  consumption  during 
the  twelve-month  period  which  began 
on  January  1. 1981  and  extends  through 
December  31, 1981.  The  letter  published 
below  further  amends  the  letter  of 
December  16, 1980  to  include  an  import 
control  level  of  6,000,000  square  yards 
for  Category  320.  The  newly-established 
level  for  Category  320  has  not  been 
adjusted  to  account  for  any  imports 
after  December  31, 1980.  Imports  during 
the  January-August  1981  period  have 
totaled  3,931,636  square  yards  and  will 
be  charged.  When  the  data  become 
available,  charges  will  also  be  made  for 
the  period  which  began  on  September  1, 
and  extends  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
directive. 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  ImpIementatioD  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner.  This  directive 
further  amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the 
directive  issued  to  you  on  December  16, 1980 
by  the  Chirman,  Committee  for  the 


Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
concerning  imports  into  the  United  States  of 
certain  cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber 
textile  products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Singapore  and  exported  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  January  1, 1981. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20. 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Aggreement  of  September  21 
and  22, 1978,  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  Singapore;  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651 
of  March  3, 1972,  as  amended  by  Executive 
Order  11951  of  January  6, 1977,  you  are 
directed  to  prohibit,  effective  on  November  4, 
1981  and  for  the  twelve-month  period 
beginning  on  January  1, 1981  and  extending 
through  December  31, 1981,  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  cotton  textile  products  in  Category  320, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Singapore,  in 
excess  of  6,000,000  square  yards.* 

Textile  products  in  Category  320  which 
have  been  exported  to  the  United  States  prior 
to  January  1, 1981  shall  not  be  subject  to  this 
directive. 

Textile  products  in  Category  320  which 
have  been  released  from  the  custody  of  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the  provisions  of 
19  U.S.C.  1448(b)  or  1484(a)(1)(A)  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  directive  shall  not  be 
denied  entry  under  this  directive. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A  numbers 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  28, 1980  (45  FR  13172),  as  amended 
on  April  23, 1980  (45  FR  27463),  August  12. 
1980  (45  FR  53506]  December  24, 1980  (45  FR 
85142),  May  5, 1981  (46  FR  25121),  and 
October  5, 1981  (46  FR  48963)). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  the 
Conunissioner  of  Customs  should  construe 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
to  Include  entry  for  consumption  into  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  the  Republic  of  Singapore  and 
with  respect  to  imports  of  cotton  textile 
products  from  Singapore  have  been 
determined  by  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  these  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Renter. 


‘The  level  of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to 
account  for  any  imports  after  December  31, 1960. 
Imports  in  Category  320  during  the  January-August 
1981  period  have  amounted  to  3,931,636  square 
yards. 
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Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31612  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-25-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Liquid  Metai  Fast  Breeder  Reactor 
Program;  intent  to  Prepare  a 
Suppiemental  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  itends  to 
prepare  a  supplement  to  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS) 
on  the  Liquid  Metal  Fast  Breeder 
Reactor  (LMFBR)  Program. 

summary:  On  December  31, 1975,  DOE’s 
predecessor  in  this  activity,  the  U.S. 
Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration  (ERDA),  published  a 
Final  Environmental  Statement  (ERDA- 
1535)  in  support  of  ERDA’s  program  for 
the  development  of  LMFBR  technology. 
The  ERDA  Final  Environmental 
Statement  incorporated  the  Proposed 
Final  Environmental  Statement  (WASH- 
1535)  issued  in  December  1974  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  ERDA’s 
predecessor  in  this  activity. 

Due  to  changes  in  the  LMFBR  program 
since  1975  and  the  development  of  new 
information  which  may  be  relevant  to 
the  environmental  impact  analyses  for 
the  LMFBR,  the  DOE  has  determined 
that  the  purposes  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  will 
be  furthered  by  preparing  a 
supplemental  EIS  to  ERDA-1535. 
ADDRESSES:  Interested  agencies, 
organizations,  and  the  general  public 
desiring  to  submit  written  comments  or 
suggestions  for  consideration  in 
connection  with  the  preparation  of  this 
supplemental  EIS  are  invited  to  do  so. 

Written  comments  on  this  activity 
should  be  addressed  to:  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Programs,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Nuclear  Energy, 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  ATTN;  Mr. 
Wallace  R.  Komack,  NE-6,  Room  H-404, 
Germantown,  Maryland  20545,  (301) 
353-5313. 

For  general  information  on  the  EIS 
process  contact:  NEPA  Affairs  Division, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Environmental  Protection,  Safety,  and 
Emergency  Preparedness,  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  ATTN:  Ms.  Nan 
Evans,  EP-33,  Room  4G-064,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202)  252- 
4610. 


Written  comments  due:  November  23, 
1981. 

Background  Information 

The  purpose  of  ERDA’s  LMFBR 
program  as  described  in  ERDA-1535 
was  (a)  to  provide  a  solid  technological 
basis  by  which  it  could  be  determined 
whether  a  safe,  economically 
competitive  and  environmentally 
acceptable  technology  could  be 
developed  and  (b)  to  make  available  to 
the  utility  industry  an  acceptable 
technology  option  for  the  large-scale 
commercial  production  of  electrical 
energy.  The  LMFBR  program  elements 
included  a  demonstration  plant  (the 
Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor  Plant),  one 
or  two  prototype  large  breeder  reactors, 
and  several  test  facilities.  In  April  1977, 
the  NRC  licensing  proceeding  on  the 
CRBR  project  was  suspended,  and  the 
schedule  originally  contemplated  for 
CRBR  construction  and  operation 
slipped  accordingly.  Research  and 
development  activities  did  continue. 

The  Congress  has  recently  re-affirmed 
its  support  of  development  of  the 
LMFBR  and  the  need  to  proceed  with 
technology  demonstration  in  a  timely 
and  expeditious  manner  (Omnibus 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981,  Pub. 

L.  No.  97-35,  and  the  accompanying 
Conference  Report).  President  Reagan’s 
nuclear  energy  policy  statement  of 
October  8, 1981,  directed  government 
agencies  to  proceed  with  demonstration 
of  the  breeder  reactor  technology  in 
order  to  insure  U.S.  preparedness  f''r 
longer-term  nuclear  power  neel.**. 
Accordingly,  DOE  is  now  conducting  a 
comprehensive  program  to  carry  out  the 
necessary  long-term,  high-risk  research, 
development  and  demonstration 
activities  to  ensure  that  a  breeder 
reactor  technology  and  other  related 
information  are  available  for 
commercialization  decisions  by  the 
utility  industry  in  the  United  States.  The 
present  LMFBR  Program  is  an  integrated 
research,  development  and 
demonstration  program  comprising:  the 
Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor  Project; 
the  LMFBR  Base  Program  which 
encompasses  research,  development 
and  demonstration  in  breeder 
technology  and  the  operation  of  test 
facilities;  Breeder  Reactor  Studies  to 
develop  a  conceptual  design  for  a  Large 
Developmental  Plant;  and  Fuel  Cycle 
Research  and  Development. 

Preliminary  Definition  of  Environmental 
Issues  and  Alternatives 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  notify 
interested  agencies,  organizations  and 
the  general  public  of  DOE’s  intent  to 
prepare  a  supplement  to  the  LMFBR 
programmatic  EIS  and  to  solicit 


comments  and  suggestions  for 
consideration  in  preparing  the 
document.  The  supplemental  EIS  is 
intended  to  focus  on  changes  in  the 
LMFBR  program  since  1975  and  the 
development  of  new  information  which 
may  be  relevant  to  the  environmental 
impact  analyses  for  the  LMFBR  program. 
The  following  list  of  environmental 
issues  has  been  tentatively  identified  for 
analysis  and  assessment  in  the 
supplemental  EIS.  The  list  is  not  all- 
inclusive,  nor  does  it  imply  any 
predetermination  of  impacts.  Additional 
issues  for  analysis  may  be  identified  as 
the  result  of  public  comment. 

Environmental  Issues  Associated  with 
the  LMFBR  Program: 

1.  Health  effects  associated  with 
routine  and  accidental  releases  of 
radioactivity  fi-om  LMFBR  fuel  cycle 
activities: 

2.  Safety  of  LMFBR  power  plants  and 
fuel  cycle  facilities; 

3.  Safequards  of  LMFBR  fuel  cycle 
facilities;  and 

4.  Management  of  radioactive  wastes 
fi'om  LMFBR  power  plants  and  fuel 
cycle  facilities. 

The  supplement  will  also  update  and 
address  new  information  with  respect  to 
alternatives  to  the  LMFBR  program, 
including  (1)  alternatives  within  the 
LMFBR  program,  i.e.,  reasonable 
alternative  demonstration  strategies 
achieved  by  alternative  combinations 
and  characteristics  of  demonstration 
facilities;  (2)  no  action,  i.e.,  terminate  the 
LMFBR  program;  and  (3)  alternative 
long-term  technologies,  including  solar 
electric  and  fusion. 

Draft  EIS  Availability 

When  the  draft  supplemental  EIS  is 
completed,  its  availability  will  be 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
public  comment  will  again  be  solicited. 

Those  individuals  who  do  not  wish  to 
submit  comments  or  suggestions  at  this 
time,  but  who  would  like  to  receive  a 
copy  of  the  draft  supplemental  EIS  for 
review  and  comment  when  it  is  issued 
should  notify  Mr.  Komack  at  the 
address  given  in  the  Summary  section 
above.  Those  seeking  further 
information  may  inquire  of  either  Mr. 
Komack  or  Ms.  Evans. 

Copies  of  WASH-1535  and  ERDA- 
1535  are  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  following  locations: 

U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Freedom  of 

Information  Reading  Room.  Forrestal 

Building,  Room  lE-090. 1000 

Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 

Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  252-6020 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Public 

Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
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Washington,  DC  20555,  [20Z)  634-3273, 
(microfiche  only) 

Lawson  Mt^hee  Ihiblic  Library,  500 
West  Church  Avenue,  Knoxi^e,  TN 
37902,  Mrs.  Patricia  Rugg,  (615)  523- 
0781  (hard  copy  only) 

Oak  Ridge  Public  Library,  Civic  Center, 
Oak  Ridge,  TN  37830,  Ms.  Dorothy 
Dismuke,  (615)  483-6386,  (hard  copy 
only) 

In  addition,  copies  of  WASH-1535 
and  ERDA-1535  may  be  purchased  from 
the  National  Technical  I^ormation 
Service  in  either  micorfiche  or  hard 
copies.  Requests  should  be  directed  to: 
National  Technical  Information  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  5285  Port 
Royal  Road,  Springfield,  VA  22161,  (703) 
487-465a 

Dated;  October  29, 1981. 

William  A.  Vau^ian, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Environmental 
Protection,  Safety  and  Emergency 
Preparedness. 

|FR  Doc.  n-31801  PiM  ia.S0.«;  10:4B  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Fuel  Technology  Review  Committee; 
Termination 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Termination  of  Fuel  Technology 
Review,Committee  (FTRC). 

StlMMARV:  The  Fule  Technology  Review 
Comittee  (FTRC)  was  established  within 
the  Department  of  Energy  to  facilitate 
the  implementation  of  the  Powerplant 
and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978 
(FUA).  The  FTRC  was  responsible  for 
assessing  the  technical  and  economic 
feasibility  of  alternative  fuels  and 
technologies. 

The  recent  revision  of  the  FUA 
implementation  policies  governing  the 
review  of  the  technical  and  economic 
feasibility  of  alternative  fuels  has 
eliminated  the  need  for  the  FTRC.  ERA 
has  determined  that  petitioners  for 
exemptions  from  FUA  requirements 
need  only  to  consider  coal  as  an 
alternative  fuel;  other  alternatives  may 
be  considered  instead  if  agreed  upon  by 
the  petitioner  and  ERA. 

Consequently  DOE  has  terminated  the 
FTRC.  This  action  is  taken  in 
accordance  with  DOE's  regulatory 
reform  activity. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  L.  Davies  (Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion],  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  Room  3002,  2000  M  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202) 
655-364a 


Henry  Carson  (Office  of  General 
Coimsel),  Department  of  Energy, 

Room  6)^178,  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DXL  20585,  (202)  252- 
2967. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C^  October  23, 
1981. 

Rayburn  Hanzhk, 

Administrator.  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31746  Filed  10-30-Sl;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  645I>-01-M 

Houston  Natural  Gas  Corp.;  Action 
Taken  on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 
action:  Notice  of  action  taken  on 
Consent  Order _ 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  notice  of  a 
final  Consent  Order. 

EFFEcnvE  date:  December  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayne  L  Tucker,  District  Manager  for 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235  [phone]  214/767- 
7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

September  14, 1981, 46  FR  45668  (1981) 
the  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  ERA 
published  notification  in  the  Federal 
Register  that  it  had  executed  a  proposed 
Consent  Order  with  Houston  Natural 
Gas  Corporation  on  July  2, 1981  which 
would  not  become  effective  sooner  than 
thirty  days  after  publicatioiL  Pursuant  to 
10  CFR  205.199}(c),  interested  persons 
were  invited  to  submit  comments 
concerning  the  terms,  conditions  or 
procedural  aspects  of  the  proposed 
Consent  Order. 

Although  interested  persons  were 
invited  to  submit  comments  regarding 
the  proposed  Consent  Order,  no 
comments  were  received.  The  proposed 
Consent  Order,  therefore,  was  finalized 
and  made  effective  on  December  2, 1981. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas  on  the  16th  day  of 
October,  1981. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

South  west  District  Manager,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  n-S1744  PIImI  lO-SO-Sl;  8:45  «n] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6458-ei-H 

D.  H.  Hunt;  Proposed  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  DOE. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  Consent 
Order  and  opportunity  for  comment. 


summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  a  proposed 
Consent  Order  and  provides  an 
opportunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
proposed  Consent  Order. 

DATE  COMMENTS  BY:  December  2, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Robert  D. 
Gerring,  Director,  Enforcement  Program 
Operations  Office,  2000  M  Street  NW. 
(Room  5002),  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
Phone:  202-653-3507. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
October  20, 1981,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
proposed  Consent  Order  with  D.  H. 

Hunt  of  Dallas,  Texas.  Under  10  CFR 
205.199}(b],  a  proposed  Consent  Order 
which  involves  a  sum  of  $500,000  or 
more,  excluding  interest  and  penalties, 
becomes  effective  no  sooner  than  thirty 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  requesting  comments 
concerning  the  proposed  Consent  Order. 
Although  the  ERA  has  signed  and 
tentatively  accepted  the  proposed 
Consent  Order,  the  ERA  may,  after 
consideration  of  the  comments  it 
receives,  withdraw  its  acceptance  and, 
if  appropriate,  attempt  to  negotiate  an 
alternative  Consent  Order. 

1.  The  Consent  Order 

D.  H.  Hunt  with  its  home  office 
located  in  Dallas,  Texas,  is  a  firm 
engaged  in  the  production  of  crude  oil. 
and  was  subject  to  the  Mandatory  * 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  at  10  CFR  Parts  210, 211, 212 
during  the  period  covered  by  this 
Consent  Order  (“settlement  period”).  To 
resolve  certain  potential  civil  liability 
arising  out  of  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Allocation  and  Price  Regulations  and 
related  regulations,  10  CFR  Parts  205, 
210, 211, 212,  in  connection  with  D.  H. 
Hunt’s  transactions  involving  crude  oil 
dining  the  period  June  1, 1979  through 
January  27, 1981,  ffie  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  and  D.  H.  Hunt 
entered  into  a  Consent  Order,  the  . 
significmit  terms  of  which  are  as 
follows: 

A  The  DOE  alleges  that,  during  the 
settlement  period,  D.  H.  Hunt  sold  crude 
oil  at  prices  in  excess  of  the  applicable 
ceiling  prices  in  violation  of  10  CFR  Part 
212,  Subpart  D. 

B.  During  the  period  June  1, 1979 
through  January  27, 1981,  D.  H.  Hunt 
improperly  certified  the  F.  H.  Scott  and 
Lewis  M.  Watson  leases  as  stripper  well 
properties. 

C.  This  Consent  Order  does  not 
constitute  an  admission  by  D.  H.  Hunt 
that  ERA  regulations  have  been 
violated. 
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D.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  those  regarding  the 
publication  of  this  Notice,  are  applicable 
to  the  Consent  Order. 

11.  Refunds 

In  this  Consent  Order,  D.  H.  Hunt  will 
pay  the  sum  of  $996,540  including 
interest  in  six  monthly  installments  with 
the  first  payment  due  ten  days  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  Consent  Order. 
Upon  full  satisfaction  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  Consent  Order  by  D. 

H.  Hunt,  the  DOE  releases  D.  H.  Hunt 
from  any  civil  claims  that  the  DOE  may 
have  arising  out  of  the  specified 
transactions  during  the  settlement 
period.  The  Director,  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  shall  direct  that 
these  monies  be  deposited  in  a  suitable 
account  for  ultimate  disposition  by  DOE. 

in.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

The  ERA  invites  interested  persons  to 
comment  on  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  to 
Robert  Gerring,  Director,  Enforcement 
Program  Operations  Office,  2000  M 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

You  may  obtain  a  fi'ee  copy  of  this 
Consent  Order  by  writing  to  the  same 
address  or  by  calling  202-653-3507. 

You  should  indentify  your  comments 
on  the  outside  of  your  envelope  and  on 
the  documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation.  "Comments  on  D.  H.  Hunt 
Consent  Order.”  We  will  consider  all 
comments  we  receive  by  4:30  p.m.,  local 
time  on  December  2, 1981.  You  should 
identify  any  information  or  data  which, 
in  your  opinion,  is  confidential  and 
submit  it  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f]. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  the  22d  day 
of  October,  1981. 

Robert  D.  Gerring, 

Director,  Enforcement  Program  Operations 
Office. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31745  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  RP80-100] 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co.;  . 
Order  Denying  Motion 

Issued:  October  26, 1981. 

By  motion  dated  September  25, 1981, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  ^pe  Line  Company 
(Michigan  Wisconsin]  conditionally 
requests  that  the  Commission  issue  an 
order  allowing  the  Company  to  bill 


reduced  rates  and  make  refunds  to  its 
customers  for  the  twelve  month  period 
ending  October  31, 1981,*  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  a  pending,  but  as  yet 
unapproved  settlement  agreement* 
Michigan  Wisconsin’s  request  is 
conditioned  on  the  Commission  allowing 
the  Company  the  right  to  recover,  with 
interest  all  refunds  made  and  all 
revenues  not  received  as  a  result  of  the 
collection  of  the  reduced  rates  in  the 
event  that  the  pending  Stipulation  and 
Agreement  is  either  not  approved  or  is 
approved  with  terms  and  conditions 
which  are  not  acceptable  to  Michigan 
Wisconsin. 

On  October  13, 1981,  FirstMiss,  Inc. 
(FirstMiss)  responded  to  Michigan 
Wisconsin's  motion.  FirstMiss  requests 
that  the  motion  be  denied  if  approval  of 
the  interim  rates  would  create  rates  that 
either  are  unlawful  under  Section  4(e)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  or  affect  the 
ultimate  outcome  of  these  proceedings 
by  creating  a  bias  towards  maintaining 
the  settlement  rates. 

We  do  not  believe,  as  FirstMiss 
suggests  that  Section  4(e)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  prohibits  the  interim  collection 
of  a  rate  lower  than  the  rate  on  file.  The 
primary  purpose  of  Section  4(e]  and  oiir 
regulations,  section  154.21,  is  to  require 
utilities  to  notify  the  Commission  of 
changes  in  rates  and  schedules.*  If  a 
utility  notifies  the  Commission  of  a  rate 
change  and  demonstrates  good  cause  for 
approval  to  collect  a  rate  other  than  the 
rate  on  file  the  requirements  of  the 
statute  and  our  regulations  have  been 
met. 

In  recent  orders,  the  Commission  has 
permitted  for  good  cause  shown,  the 
interim  collection  of  settlement  rates, 
pending  final  Commission  approval  of 
an  offer  of  settlement.  In  Cincinnati  Gas 
and  Electric  Company,  and  Union  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company,  Docket  Nos. 
ER81-132-000  and  ER81-305-000.  (17 
FERC  ^  ],  issued  October  9, 1981,  the 

Companies  were  permitted  to  collect 
interim  rates,  subject  to  refund,  pending 
action  on  a  final  offer  of  settlement. 
Since  no  opposition  to  the  Companies’ 
request  had  been  lodged  by  their 
customers,  we  determined  that  the 
reduction  in  rates  would  be  in  the  public 
interest.  However,  we  ordered  that  in 
the  event  the  settlement  was  not 


‘The  rates  in  this  docket  became  effective, 
subject  to  refund  on  November  1. 1980  (See,  11 
FERC  1  61,223),  and  will  continue  in  effect  until 
November  1, 1981,  when  they  will  be  superseded  by 
the  rates  in  Docket  No.  RP81-61  (See,  15  FERC  I 
61,195). 

*A  Stipulation  and  Agreement  was  submitted  on 
September  2, 1981. 

*See,  City  ofPiqua,  610  F.2d  95a  953  (D.C  Cir. 
1979). 


approved,  the  originally  filed  rates  could 
be  applied  prospectively  only. 

Si^arly,  in  Pennsylvania  Power  and 
Light  Company,  Docket  No.  ER81-392- 
000,  (16  FERC  1  ),  issued  September 

21, 1981,  the  Company  was  permitted  to 
collect  a  lower  interim  rate  pending 
settlement  approval.  We  also  gave 
advance  approval  of  a  surcharge  to 
enable  the  Company  to  recoup  any 
undercollections.  Our  approval  of  the 
surcharge  was  based  primarily  on  the 
fact  that  all  of  the  Company’s  customers 
had  indicated  their  support  for  the 
requested  relief.  ^ 

As  a  matter  of  policy,  then,  we  favor 
interim  rate  reductions  since  they  serve 
a  dual  objective.  The  customers  of 
utilities  are  able  to  promptly  realize  the 
benefit  of  imminent  settlement  rates  and 
the  filing  utilities’  refund  liability  is 
diminished.  In  the  instant  case, 
however.  Michigan  Wisconsin  has  not 
indicated  that  it  would  be  amenable  to 
an  interim  rate  reduction  on  terms  such 
as  we  provided  for  in  Cincinnati  Gas 
and  Electric,  supra.  Rather  the  Company 
has  conditioned  its  request  solely  on  the 
grant  of  a  surcharge.  Unlike 
Pennsylvania  Power  and  Light,  supra, 
Michigan  Wisconsin’s  customers  have 
not  either  joined  in  this  request  or 
otherwise  indicated  a  willingness  to 
accede  to  such  relief. 

While  we  do  not  intend  our  remarks 
to  be  construed  as  a  prejudgment  of  any 
settlement  that  may  be  certified  to  us  in 
this  proceeding,  we  will  not  construe  the 
customers’  silence  on  this  motion  as 
implied  consent,  particularly  in  light  of 
the  Company’s  representations  {Motion, 
at  2)  that  one  customer,  FirstMiss,  has 
already  formally  protested  certain 
provisions  of  the  settlement,  and  that  it 
believes  that  other  parties  “may”  object 
to  other  provisions  of  the  settlement 
agreement.  Accordingly,  Michigan 
Wisconsin’s  motion  will  be  denied, 
without  prejudice. 

The  Commission  Orders: 

(A)  Michigan  Wisconsin’s  September 
25, 1981  motion  is  hereby  denied  without 
prejudice. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  81-31715  Filed  10-30-81;  8^t5  am] 
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ENVIRONIIENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[T8H-FRL-1975-2:  OPTS-59063A} 

Alkyl  Ghicoslde;  Approval  of  Test 
Marketing  Exemption 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACnON:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  received  an  application 
for  a  test  marketing  exemption  (TM-81- 
33)  under  section  5  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  [TSCA)  on 
September  9, 1981.  Notice  of  receipt  of 
the  application  was  published  in  die 
Federal  Register  of  September  23, 1981 
(46  FR  47001).  EPA  has  granted  the 
exemption. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  This  exemption  is 
effecdve  on  October  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CtMTACT: 
Kathleen  M.  Ehrensberger,  Chemical 
Control  Division  (TS-794),  Ofhce  of 
Toxic  Substances,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Rm.  E-222,  401 M 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
(202-426-8815). 

SUFPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  5  of  TSCA,  anyone  who  intends 
to  manufacture  in,  or  import  into,  the 
United  States  a  new  chemical  substance 
for  commercial  purposes  must  submit  a 
notice  to  EPA  before  manufacture  or 
import  begins.  A  ‘liew"  chemical 
substance  is  any  chemical  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of  existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  Section  5(a)(1) 
requites  each  premanufacture  notice 
(PMN)  to  be  submitted  in  accordance 
with  sectkm  5(d)  and  any  applicable 
requirements  ^  section  5(b).  Section 
5(dXl)  defines  Um  contents  of  a  PMN 
and  section  5(b}  contains  additional 
reporting  requirements  for  certain  new 
chemical  substances. 

Section  5(h),  “Exemptions”,  contains 
several  pro^sions  for  exemptions  firom 
some  or  all  of  the  requirements  of 
section  5.  In  particular,  section  5(h)(1) 
authorizes  EPA,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  persons  hram  any  requirements 
of  section  5(a)  or  section  5(b),  and  to 
permit  them  to  manufacture  or  process 
chemical  substances  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  To  grant  an  exemption,  the 
Agency  must  find  that  the  test  marketing 
activities  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment.  EPA  must  either 
approve  or  deny  the  application  within 
45  days  of  its  receipt,  a^  under  section 
5(h)(6)  the  Agency  must  publish  a  notice 
of  this  disposition  In  the  Federal 
Register.  If  EPA  grants  a  test  marketing 


exemption,  it  may  impose  restrictions  on 
the  test  marketing  activities. 

On  Septembea:  9, 1981,  EPA  received 
an  application  for  an  exemption  from 
the  requirements  of  sections  5(a]  and 
5(b)  of  TSCA  to  manufacture  a  new 
chemical  substance  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  Ibe  apjdication  was  assigned 
test  mailceting  exemption  number  TM- 
81-33.  The  manufacturer  claimed  its 
identity,  the  specific  chemical  identity, 
and  the  specific  use  of  the  new 
substance  as  confidential  business 
information.  The  generic  name  of  the 
new  substance  is  alkyl  glocoside.  A 
maximum  of  6,000  pounds  will  be 
manufactured  for  the  test  market 
purposes  during  a  test  marketing  period 
not  to  exceed  six  months.  A  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
^ptember  23. 1981  (46  FR  47001) 
announced  receipt  this  application 
and  requested  comment  on  the 
appropriateness  of  granting  the 
exemption.  The  Agency  has  not  received 
any  comments  concerning  the 
application. 

EPA  has  established  that  the  test 
marketing  of  the  substance  described  in 
TM-81-33,  under  the  conditions  set  out 
in  the  application,  will  not  present  any 
unreasonafale  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment  Worker  esqmsure  to 
the  TME  chemical  will  be  limited  to  the 
dramal  route.  Protective  equipment  will 
be  provided  to  the  wori:ers.  If  exposure 
does  oraur,  the  TME  chemicrd  is  not 
expected  to  be  absorbed;  therefore,  no 
significant  dermal  or  ssmtemic  effects 
are  expected  to  occur  fiom  the  dermal 
exposure.  There  will  be  no  consumer 
exposure  to  the  TME  substance.  The 
T^  chemical  is  not  expected  to  be 
bioaccumulated  and,  di»efore,  would 
not  be  available  to  inesent  an  adverse 
reaction  on  the  environment 

This  test  maikethig  exemption  is 
granted  based  on  Uie  facts  and 
information  obtained  and  reviewed,  but 
is  subject  to  all  conditions  set  out  in  the 
exem^on  application  and,  in  particular, 
those  enumerated  below. 

1.  This  exemption  is  granted  solely  to 
this  manufacturer. 

2.  The  applicant  must  maintain 
records  of  the  datefs)  of  shipmentfs)  to 
the  customerfs)  specified  In  the 
application,  and  the  quantities  shipped 
in  each  shipment  and  must  make  toese 
records  available  to  EPA  upon  request 

3.  Each  bill  of  lading  that  accompanies 
a  shipment  of  tiie  substance  during  the 
test  marketing  period  must  state  that  the 
use  of  the  sulwtance  is  restricted  to  that 
described  to  EPA  in  the  testTnarketing 
exemption  application. 

4.  The  production  volume  of  the  new 
substance  may  not  exceed  the  quantity 


of  6,000  pounds  described  in  the  test 
marketing  exemption  application. 

5.  The  test  marketing  activity 
approved  in  this  notice  is  limited  to  a 
period  of  six  months  commencing  on  the 
date  of  signature  of  this  notice  by  the 
Administrator. 

6.  The  number  of  workers  exposed  to 
the  new  chemical  should  not  exceed 
that  specified  in  the  application  and  the 
exposure  levels  and  duration  of 
exposure  should  not  exceed  those 
specified. 

The  Agency  reserves  the  right  to 
rescind  its  decision  to  grant  this 
exemption  should  any  new  information 
come  to  its  attention  which  casts 
significant  doubt  on  the  Agency's 
conclusion  that  the  test  marketing  of  this 
substance  under  the  conditions  specified 
in  the  application  will  not  present  an 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  human 
health  or  the  environment 

Dated:  October  23. 19St 
Anne  M.  Gtnnicli, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  ei-31723  Filed  e4S  aa] 

BiLUNQ  CODE  6SeO-31-« 

(TSH-FRL-1975-3;  OPTS-SOOCSA] 

Cerium  (IV)  Tetramethyl 
Heptanedionate;  Approval  of  Teat 
Marketing  Exenqition 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  received  an  application 
for  a  test  marketing  exemption  (TM-81- 
35)  under  section  5  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  on 
September  16, 1981.  Notice  of  receipt  of 
the  application  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  September  29, 1981 
(46  FR  47657).  EPA  has  granted  the 
exemption. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  exemption  is 
effective  on  October  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Carrie  E.  Berlin,  Chemical  Control 
Division  (TS-794),  Office  of  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Rm.  E-206, 401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202-426-6815). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  5  of  TSCA,  anyone  who  intends 
to  manufacture  in,  or  import  into,  tiie 
United  States  a  new  chemical  substance 
for  commercial  purposes  must  submit  a 
notice  to  EPA  before  manufacture  or 
import  begins.  A  “new”  chemical 
substance  is  any  chemical  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of  existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  Section  S(a)(l) 
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requires  each  premanufactiue  notice 
(PMN)  to  be  submitted  in  accordance 
with  section  5(d)  and  any  applicable 
requirements  of  section  5(bj.  Section 
5(d)(1)  defines  the  contents  of  a  PMN 
and  section  5(b)  contains  additional 
rejjorting  requirements  for  certain  new 
chemical  substances. 

Section  5(h),  “Exemptions”,  contains 
several  provisions  for  exemptions  from 
some  or  all  of  the  requirements  of 
section  5.  In  particular,  section  5(h)(1) 
authorizes  EPA,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  persons  from  any  requirements 
of  section  5(a)  or  section  5(b),  and  to 
permit  them  to  manufacture  or  process 
chemical  substances  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  To  grant  an  exemption,  the 
Agency  must  find  that  the  test  marketing 
activities  will  not  present  any 
imreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment.  EPA  must  either 
approve  or  deny  the  application  within 
45  days  of  its  receipt,  and  under  section 
5(h)(6)  the  Agency  must  publish  a  notice 
of  this  disposition  in  the  Federal 
Register.  If  EPA  grants  a  test  marketing 
exemption,  it  may  impose  restrictions  on 
the  test  marketing  activities. 

On  September  16, 1981,  EPA  received 
an  application  for  an  exemption  from 
the  requirements  of  sections  5(a)  and 
5(b)  of  TSCA  to  manufactmre  a  new 
chemical  substance  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  The  application  was  assigned 
test  marketing  exemption  niunber  TM- 
81-35.  The  manufacturer  claimed  his 
identity,  the  specihc  chemical  use,  the 
production  volume  and  process 
information  as  confidential  business 
information  pursuant  to  section  14  of 
TSCA.  The  substance,  identified  as 
cerium  (IV)  tetramethyl  heptanedionate, 
will  be  used  in  the  transportation 
industry.  Ehuing  manufacture, 
processing  and  industrial  use,  a 
maximum  of  25  workers  are  exposed  to 
the  TME  substance  for  a  maximum  of 
260  hours.  During  commercial  use 
approximately  170  individuals  will  be 
briefly  exposed  on  a  monthly  basis.  The 
substance  will  be  manufactured  for  test 
marketing  purposes  during  a  test  ' 
marketing  period  not  to  exceed  one 
year.  A  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  29, 1981  (46  FR 
47657)  announced  receipt  of  this 
application  and  requested  comment  on 
the  appropriateness  of  granting  the 
exemption.  The  Agency  did  not  receive 
any  comments  concerning  the 
application. 

EPA  has  established  that  the  test 
marketing  of  the  substance  described  in 
TM-81-35,  under  the  conditions  set  out 
in  the  application,  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment  for  the  reasons 


explained  below.  There  were  no 
significant  health  or  environmental 
concerns  for  the  TME  substance.  The 
product  will  be  manufactiued  in  a 
closed  system.  Hie  health  concerns 
presented  by  the  new  substance  (eye 
and  skin  irritation)  are  minimized  by 
negligible  exposure  to  the  TME 
substance.  Hiere  is  minimal 
environmental  release  of  the  TME 
substance. 

This  test  mariceting  exemption  is 
granted  based  on  the  facts  and 
information  obtained  and  reviewed,  but 
is  subject  to  all  conditions  set  out  in  the 
exemption  application  and,  in  particular, 
those  enumerated  below; 

1.  This  exemption  is  granted  solely  to 
this  manufacturer. 

2.  The  applicant  must  maintain 
records  of  the  datejs)  of  shipment(s)  to 
the  customer(s)  specified  in  the 
application,  and  the  quantities  shipped 
in  each  shipment  and  must  make  these 
records  available  to  EPA  upon  request. 

3.  Each  bill  of  lading  that  accompanies 
a  shipment  of  the  substance  during  the 
test  marketing  period  must  state  that  the 
use  of  the  substance  is  restricted  to  that 
described  to  EPA  in  the  test  marketing 
exemption  application. 

4.  The  production  volume  of  the  new 
substance  may  not  exceed  the  quantity 
described  in  the  test  marketing 
exemption  application. 

5.  The  test  marketing  activity 
approved  in  this  notice  is  limited  to' a 
period  of  one  year  commencing  on  the 
date  of  signature  of  this  notice  by  the 
Administrator. 

6.  The  number  of  workers  exposed  to 
the  new  chemical  should  not  exceed 
that  specified  in  the  application  and  the 
exposure  levels  and  duration  of 
exposure  should  not  exceed  those 
specified. 

The  Agency  reserves  the  right  to 
rescind  its  decision  to  grant  this 
exemption  should  any  new  information 
come  to  its  attention  which  casts 
significant  doubt  on  the  Agency’s 
conclusion  that  the  test  marketing  of  this 
substance  under  the  conditions  specified 
in  the  application  will  not  present  an 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  human 
health  or  the  environment. 

Dated:  October  23, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31722  Filed  10.80-81;  8:45  am] 
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(TSH-FRL-1974-6;  OPTS-$8064A] 

Difaryl)  Polyhalosemi-Metal;  Approval 
of  Test  Marketing  Exemption 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  received  an  application 
for  a  test  marketing  exemption  (TM-81- 
34)  under  section  5  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  on 
September  9, 1981.  Notice  of  receipt  of 
TM-61-34  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  Septermber  23, 1981  (46  FR 
47007).  EPA  has  granted  the  exemption. 
EFFEcnvE  date:  This  exemption  is 
effective  on  October  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Rachel  S.  Diamond,  Chemical  Control 
Division  (TS-794),  Office  of  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Rm.  E-206, 401 M  St,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202-426-8815). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  5  of  TSCA,  anyone  who  intends 
to  manufacture  in,  or  import  into,  the 
United  States  a  new  chemical  substance 
for  commercial  purposes  must  submit  a 
notice  to  EPA  before  mtinufacture  or 
import  begins.  A  “new”  chemical 
substance  is  any  chemical  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of  existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
section  8(b)  of  TCCA.  Section  5(a)(1) 
requires  each  premanufacture  notice 
(PMN)  to  be  submnitted  in  accordance 
with  section  5(d)  and  any  applicable 
requirements  of  section  5(b).  Section 
5(d)(1)  defines  the  contents  of  a  PMN  . 
and  section  5(b)  contains  additional 
reporting  requirements  for  certain  new 
chemical  substances. 

Section  5(h),  “Exemptions”,  contains 
several  provisions  for  exemptions  from 
some  or  all  of  the  requirements  of 
section  5.  In  particular,  section  5(h)(1) 
authorizes  EPA,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  persons  from  any  requirements 
of  section  5(a)  or  section  5(b),  and  to 
permit  them  to  manufacture  or  process 
chemical  substances  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  To  grant  an  exemption,  the 
Agency  must  find  that  the  test  maiketing 
activities  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment.  EPA  must  either 
approve  or  deny  the  application  within 
45  days  of  its  receipt,  and  under  section 
5(h)(6)  the  Agency  must  publish  a  notice 
of  this  disposition  in  the  Federal 
Register.  If  EPA  grants  a  test  marketing 
exemption,  it  may  impose  restrictions  on 
the  test  marketing  activities. 

On  February  10, 1981,  EPA  received 
an  application  (TM-81-4)  for  an 
exemption  from  the  requirements  of 
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sections  5(a)  and  5(b)  of  TSCA  to 
manufacture  a  new  chemical  substance 
for  test  marketing  purposes  (46  FR 17129, 
March  17, 1981).  The  manufacturer 
claimed  all  information  except  use  as 
confidential  business  information.  Based 
on  the  limited  exposure  data  available 
at  that  time,  the  Agency  was  unable  to 
find  that  the  test  marketing  of  the 
substance  would  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  to  health  or  the 
environment.  However,  at  the 
submitter’s  request,  the  Administrator 
did  not  issue  a  Notice  of  Denial,  pending 
the  development  tmd  submission  of 
additional  exposure  data  by  the 
submitter. 

On  September  9, 1981,  EPA  received  a 
second  exemption  application  for  test 
marketing  of  the  substance  originally 
described  in  TM-81-4.  This  second 
application  was  assigned  test  marketing 
exemption  number  TM-81-34,  and 
supersedes  TM-81-4.  The  generic  name 
of  the  new  substance  is  di(aryl) 
polyhalosemi-metal,  and  it  will  be  used 
as  a  coating  catalyst  during  a  test 
marketing  period  not  to  exceed  one 
year.  Not  more  than  150  workers  will  be 
exposed  during  the  manufacture, 
processing,  and  industrial  use  of  the  / 
new  substance.  A  notice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  September  23, 
1981  (46  FR  47007)  annoimced  receipt  of 
this  application  and  requested  comment 
on  the  appropriateness  of  granting  the 
exemption.  'The  Agency  has  not  received 
any  comments  concerning  the 
application. 

EPA  has  established  that  the  test 
marketing  of  the  substance  described  in 
TM-81-34,  under  the  conditions  set  out 
in  the  application,  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment  for  the  reasons 
explained  below.  The  volume  of 
chemical  produced  for  test  marketing 
purposes  will  be  very  low,  and  worker 
protection  is  expected  to  be  adequate  to 
prevent  exposure  to  the  new  substance. 
No  consumer  exposure  to  the  new 
substance  is  expected,  and 
environmental  release  is  expected  to  be 
nonexistent. 

This  test  marketing  exemption  is 
granted  based  on  the  facts  and 
information  obtained  and  reviewed,  but 
is  subject  to  all  conditions  set  out  in  the 
exemption  application  and,  in  particular, 
those  enumerated  below. 

1.  This  exemption  is  granted  solely  to 
this  manufacturer. 

2.  The  applicant  must  maintain 
records  of  the  date(s)  of  shipment(s)  to 
the  customer(s)  specified  in  the 
application,  and  the  quantities  shipped 
in  each  shipment,  and  must  make  these 
records  available  to  EPA  upon  request. 


3.  Each  bill  of  lading  that  accompanies 
a  shipment  of  the  substance  during  the 
test  marketing  period  must  state  that  the 
use  of  the  substance  is  restricted  to  that 
described  to  EPA  in  the  test  marketing 
exemption  application. 

4.  llie  production  volume  of  the  new 
substance  may  not  exceed  the  quantity 
described  in  the  test  marketing 
exemption  application. 

5.  *^6  test  marketing  activity 
approved  in  this  notice  is  limited  to  a 
period  of  one  year  commencing  on  the 
date  of  signature  of  this  notice  by  the 
Administrator. 

6.  The  number  of  workers  exposed  to 
the  new  chemical  should  not  exceed 
that  specified  in  the  application  and  the 
exposure  levels  and  duration  of 
exposure  should  not  exceed  those 
specified. 

The  Agency  reserves  the  right  to 
rescind  its  decision  to  grant  this 
exemption  should  any  new  information 
come  to  its  attention  which  casts 
significant  doubt  on  the  Agency’s 
conclusion  that  the  test  marketing  of  this 
substance  under  the  conditions  specified 
in  the  application  vrill  not  present  an 
unreasonable  risk  of  injiuy  toiiuman 
health  or  the  environment. 

Dated;  October  23, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31725  File  10-30-81;  8:46  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6560-31-M 


[BH-FRL-1974-7;  [OPTS-59045A]] 

Polydimethylsiloxane,  Alkyl  and 
Terpenyl  Substituted;  Approval  of  Test 
Marketing  Exemption 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

- 1  ' 

SUMMARY:  EPA  received  an  application 
for  a  test  marketing  exemption  (TM-81- 
3)  under  section  5  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  on 
February  10, 1981.  Notice  of  receipt  of 
the  application  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  17, 1981  (46 
FR  17129).  EPA  decided  to  grant  the 
exemption  in  March  1981,  but  has 
withheld  the  formal  approval  until  this 
time  at  the  request  of  the  submitter. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  exemption  is 
effective  on  October  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Rachel  Diamond,  Chemical  Control 
Division  (TS-794),  Office  of  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Rm.  E-206,  401 M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460,  (202-426-8815). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  5  of  TSCA,  anyone  who  intends 


to  manufacture  in,  or  import  into,  the 
United  States  a  new  chemical  substance 
for  commeicial  purposes  must  submit  a 
notice  to  EPA  before  manufacture  or 
import  begins.  A  "new"  chemical 
substance  is  any  chemical  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of.existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  Section  5(a)(1) 
requires  each  premanufacture  notice 
(PMN)  to  be  submitted  in  accordance 
with  section  5(d)  and  any  applicable 
requirements  of  section  5(b).  Section 
5(d)(1)  defines  the  contents  of  a  PMN 
and  section  5(b)  contains  additional 
reporting  requirements  of  certain  new 
chemical  substances. 

Section  5(h),  “Exemptions",  contains 
several  provisions  for  exemptions  fi'om 
some  or  all  of  the  requirements  of 
section  5.  In  particular,  section  5(h)(1) 
authorizes  EPA,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  persons  from  any  requirements 
of  section  5(a)  or  section  5(b),  and  to 
permit  them  to  manufacture  or  process 
chemical  substances  for  test  marketing 
piuposes.  To  grant  an  exemption,  the 
Agency  must  find  that  the  test  marketing 
activities  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment.  EPA  must  either 
approve  or  deny  the  application  within 
45  days  of  its  receipt,  and  imder  section 
5(h)(6)  the  Agency  must  publish  a  notice 
of  this  disposition  in  the  Federal 
Register.  If  EPA  grants  a  test  marketing 
exemption,  it  may  impose  restrictions  on 
the  test  marketing  activities. 

On  February  10, 1981,  EPA  received 
an  application  for  an  exemption  from 
the  requirements  of  sections  5(a)  and 
5(b)  of  TSCA  to  manufacture  a  new 
chemical  substance  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  Notice  of  receipt  of  this 
application,  designated  'rM-81-3,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  17, 1981  (46  FR  17129),  The 
manufacturer  claimed  all  information 
except  use  as  confidential  business 
information,  pursuant  to  section  14  of 
TSCA.  At  the  submitter’s  request,  a 
formal  decision  on  this  exemption 
application  has  been  withheld  until  this 
time. 

The  substance  is  described 
generically  as  polydimethylsiloxane, 
alkyl  and  terpenyl  substituted.  It  will  be 
used  as  a  silicone  coating  polymer.  EPA 
has  established  that  the  test  marketing 
of  the  substance  described  in  TM-81-3, 
imder  the  conditions  set  out  in  the 
application,  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment  for  the  reasons 
explained  below.  There  were  no 
significant  health  or  environmental 
concerns  for  the  TME  substance.  No 
significant  worker  exposure  to  the 
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substance  is  expected.  Consumer 
exposure  to  the  substance  described  in 
TM-81-3  will  not  occur  because  the 
coatings  in  which  it  is  present  will  be 
cured  before  the  final  product  is  sold. 
Environmental  release  of  the  substance 
is  expected  to  be  low  and  is  not  judged 
to  be  a  concern. 

This  test  marketing  exemption  is 
granted  based  on  the  facts  and 
information  obtained  and  reviewed,  but 
is  subject  to  all  conditions  set  out  in  the 
exemption  application  and,  in  particular, 
those*  enumerated  below: 

1.  This  exemption  is  granted  solely  to 
this  manufacturer. 

2.  The  applicant  must  maintain 
records  of  the  date(s]  of  shipmentfs]  as 
specified  in  the  application,  and  of  the 
quantities  shipped  in  each  shipment, 
and  must  make  these  records  available 
to  EPA  upon  request. 

3.  Each  bill  of  lading  that  accompanies 
a  shipment  of  the  substance  during  the 
test  marketing  period  must  state  that  the 
use  of  the  substance  is  restricted  to  that 
described  to  EPA  in  the  test  marketing 
exemption  application. 

4.  The  production  volume  of  the  new 
substance  may  not  exceed  the  quantity 
described  in  the  test  marketing 
exemption  application. 

5.  The  test  marketing  activity 
approved  in  this  notice  is  limited  to  a 
period  of  one  year  commencing  on  the 
date  of  signature  of  this  notice  by  the 
Administrator. 

6.  The  number  of  workers  exposed  to 
the  new  chemical  should  not  exceed 
that  specified  in  the  application. 

The  Agency  reserves  the  right  to 
rescind  its  decision  to  grant  this 
exemption  should  any  new  information 
come  to  its  attention  which  casts 
significant  doubt  on  the  Agency’s 
conclusion  that  the  test  marketing  of  this 
substance  under  the  conditions  specified 
in  the  application  will  not  present  an 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  human 
health  or  the  environment. 

Dated;  October  23, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Got  such. 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31724  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLINO  CODE  65<0-31-M 


[TSH-FRL-1973-2;  OPTS-51340] 

Certain  Chemicals  Premanufacture 
Notices 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5(a)(1)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufactme 


or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premanufacture  notice  (I^4N) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import  commences. 
Statutory  requirements  for  section 
5(a)(1)  premanufacture  notices  are 
discussed  in  EPA  statements  of  interim 
policy  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28558)  and 
November  7, 1980  (45  FR  74378).  This 
notice  announces  receipt  of  three  PMNs 
and  provides  a  summary  of  each. 

DATES:  Written  comments  by:  PMN  81- 
540, 81-541,  &  81-542,  December  20, 

1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments,  identified 
by  the  document  control  number 
“(OPTS-51340)”  and  the  specific  PMN 
number  should  be  sent  to:  Document 
Control  Officer  (TS^793),  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
E-409, 401  M  St.,  SW..  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  (202-755-5687). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  Dull,  Acting  Chief,  Notice  Review 
Branch,  Chemical  Control  Division  (TS- 
794),  Office  of  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
E-216, 401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  (202-426-2601). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  are  summaries  of  information 
provided  by  the  manufacturer  on  the 
PMNs  received  by  EPA: 

PMN  81-540 

Close  of  Review  Period.  January  19, 

1982. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Emery 
Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  625,  Mauldin, 
SC  29662. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Poly(oxy- 
l,2-ethanediyl),a-(l-oxononyl)-w-[(l- 
oxononyl)  oxyl]. 

Use.  llie  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  as  a 
lubricant  for  synthetic  fibers. 

Production  Estimates 


Kilcgrama  per  year 

Miramum 

Maximum 

l8t  year . — 

5,000 

25,000 

50,000 

50,000 

100,000 

500,000 

Physical/Chemical  Properties 

Appearance  at  25*C — ^Yellow  liquid 
pH,  10%  dispersion  in  water — 5-7 
Flash  point— 400*F  C.O.C. 
Solubility: 

Water — Dispersible 
Alcohol — Soluble 
Ketones — Soluble 
Vegetable  oil — Soluble 
Density,  at  25'’C — 8.2  Ibs/gal 


54403 


Odor— Mild  coc  odor 
Chemical  stability — Subject  to 
hydrolysis  under  acidic  or  alkaline 
conditions 

Toxicity  Data,  No  data  were 
submitted 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  during  manufacture  6  workers  may 
experience  dermal  exposure  1  hr/day,  45 
days/yr. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  release  to  the 
environment  will  be  negligible.  Disposal 
is  to  private  or  public  treatment  plants 
where  the  product  will  be  biologically 
degraded. 

PMN  81-541 

Close  of  Review  Period.  January  19, 
1982. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Substituted 
alkenoic  acid  methyl  ester. 

Use.  Claimed  confidential  business 
information. 

Production  Estimates.  Claimed 
confidehtied  business  information. 

Physical/Chemical  Properties. 
Appearance — Colorless  crystalline  solid 
Boiling  point — 50-100'’C/0.1  mm 
Melting  point — 30-50*C 

Toxicity  Data 

Acute  oral  toxicity  LDso  (rat) — >  5,000 
mg/kg 

Primary  skin  irritation  (rabbit) — ^Mildly 
irritating 

Primary  eye  irritation  (rabbit) — 
Extremely  irritating 
Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  during  manufacture  and  processing 
8  workers  may  experience  dermal 
exposure  up  to  8  hrs/day,  up  to  200 
days/yr. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  less  than  10  kg/ 
yr  will  be  released  to  the  air,  land  and 
water.  Disposal  is  by  incineration  or 
recycling. 

PMN  81-542 

Close  of  Review  Period.  Janaury  19. 
1982. 

Importer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Substitued 
propiophenone. 

Use.  Claimed  confidential  business 
information 

Import  Estimates.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
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Physical/Chemcial  Properties 

Appearance — Colorless  viscous  liquid 
Boiling  point,  0.6  mm  Hg  (Torr) — 85-95“C 
Solubility: 

water,  Sw  mmolar  4.56 
Color — Clear 

Octanol/water  Partition  Coefficient — 
Log  Kow=  2.1 

Molecular  weight — 100-300 
Toxicity  Data 

Acute  oral  toxicity  LD*©  (rat) — >  5,000 
mg/kg 

Primary  skin  irritation  (rabbit),  Draize — 
Minimally  irritating 
Primary  eye  irritation  (rabbit)  Draize — 
Mildly  irritating 

Ames  salmonella — Non-mutagenic 
Skin  sensitization  (guinea  pig) — ^Non- 
sensitive  ' 

Environmental  Test  Data 

COD  mg/kg— 2,300,000 
BODt  mg/kg— 6,000  (at  13  mg/l) 

BODio  mg/kg — 10,000  (at  13mg/l) 

BODao  ing/kg — 39,000  (at  13  mg/l) 
Exposure.  The  importer  states  that 
during  processing  24  workers  may 
experience  dermal  exposure  8  hrs/day, 
30  days/yr. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
importer  states  that  less  than  10  kg/yr 
will  be  released  to  the  air  24  hrs/day,  50 
days/yr. 

Dated:  October  26, 1981. 

Woodson  W.  Bercaw, 

Acting  Director,  Management  Support 
Division. 

(PR  Doc.  n-31729  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 

BHJJNQ  COOe  6660-31-M 


[OPTS-51333;  TSH-FRL  1960-3] 

Certain  Chemicals;  Premanufacture 
Notices 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-29821  appearing  at  page 
50841  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  October 
15. 1981,  make  the  following  correction: 

On  page  50841,  in  the  second  column, 
insert  the  heading  “PMN  81-515"  before 
the  paragraph  headed  "Close  of  Review 
Period. " 

BiujNa  cooe  isos-ei-M 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

(FEMA-648-DR] 

Texas;  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice. 


summary:  This  is  a  notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major 
disaster  for  the  State  of  Texas  (FEMA- 
648-DR),  dated  October  23, 1981,  and 
related  determinations. 
date:  October  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Sewall  H.  E.  Johnson,  Disaster 
Assistance  Programs,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472  (202)  287-0520. 

Notice:  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency  by  the 
President  under  Executive  Order  12148, 
effective  July  15, 1979,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Director  under  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency 
delegation  of  authority,  and  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  May  22, 1974,  entitled 
“Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat. 
143);  notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  a 
letter  of  October  23, 1981,  the  President 
declared  a  major  disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Texas  resulting 
from  severe  storms  and  flooding  beginning  on 
or  about  October  12, 1961,  is  of  sufficient 
severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major- 
disaster  declaration  under  Public  Law  93-288. 
I  therefore  declare  that  such  a  major  disaster 
exists  in  the  State  of  Texas. 

In  order  to  provide  Federal  assistance,  you 
are  hereby  authorized  to  allocate,  from  funds 
available  for  these  purposes,  such  amounts 
as  you  find  necessary  for  Federal  disaster 
assistance  and  administrative  expenses. 
Consistent  with  the  requirements  that  Federal 
assistance  be  supplemental,  the  Federal 
funds  under  P.L  93-228  will  be  limited  to  75 
percent  of  all  eligible  public  assistance  in 
designated  areas  except  for  technical 
assistance  which  will  be  funded  at  100 
percent. 

The  time  period  prescribed  for  the 
implementation  of  section  313(a), 
priority  to  certain  applications  for  public 
facility  and  public  housing  assistance, 
shall  be  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  six 
months  after  ^e  date  of  this  declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Director  of 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  under  Executive  Order  12148, ' 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Director 
under  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  Delegation  of 
Authority,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Robert 
D.  Broussard  of  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  to  act  as  the 
Federal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this 
declared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  Texas  to  have  been 
affected  adversely  by  this  declared 
major  disaster. 

Cooke  and  Stephens  Counties  for 
Individual  Assistance  and  Public 
Assistance. 


Parker  and  Taylor  Counties  for 
Individual  Assistance  only. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83-300,  Disaster  Assistance. 

Lee  M.  Thomas, 

Associate  Director,  State  and  Local  Programs 
and  Support,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31710  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  6718-02-M 


Schedule  for  Awarding  Senior 
Executive  Service  Bonuses 

agency:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
schedule  for  awarding  Senior  Executive 
Service  Bonuses. 
date:  October  22, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Russell  Salter,  Chief,  Employee  and 
Labor  Relations  Division,  FEMA,  500  C 
Street,  SW.,  ATTN:  Office  of  Personnel, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472,  (202)  287-0430. 
SCHEDULE:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  intends  to  award 
Senior  Executive  Service  bonuses  for 
the  performance  appraisal  period  of  July 
1, 1980  through  June  30, 1981,  Payments 
are  scheduled  to  be  made  on  or  about 
November  13, 1981. 

Dated:  October  22, 1981. 

George  JeH, 

General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31659  Filed  10-30.81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6718-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  443] 

Harry  J.  Stone,  d/b/a  H.  Stone  &  Co.; 
Revocation  of  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License 

On  October  9, 1981,  Harry  J.  Stone,  d/ 
b/a  H.  Stone  &  Co.,  11  Broadway,  New 
York,  NY  10004  surrendered  his 
Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  443  for  revocation. 

Therefore,  by  virtue  of  authority 
vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  as  set  forth  in  Manual  of 
Orders,  Commission  Order  No.  201.1 
(Revised),  §  5.01(c),  dated  August  8, 
1977; 

It  is  ordered,  that  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  443 
issued  to  Harry  J.  Stone,  d/b/a  H.  Stone 
&  Co.  be  revoked  effective  October  9, 
1981,  without  prejudice  to  reapplication 
for  a  license  in  the  fiiture. 
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It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Harry  }.  Stone, 
d/b/a  H.  Stone  &  Co. 

Albert  J.  Klingel,  Jr., 

Director,  Bureau  of  Certification  and 
Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31387  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Allied  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Allied  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3]  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  First  National  Bank 
of  Giddings,  Giddings,  Texas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

’The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  22, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specibcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doa  81-31^  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45aml 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  of  Poplar  Bluff  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Bank  of  Poplar  Bluff  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Poplar  Bluff,  Missouri,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares,  less 
directors’  qualifying  shares,  of  Bank  of 
Poplar  Bluff,  Poplar  Bluff,  Missouri,  the 
successor  by  merger  to  'The  Old  Reliable 
Bank  of  Poplar  Bluff,  Poplar  Bluff, 
Missouri.  *1110  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  foi^  in  section  3(c}  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 


at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Loms. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  22, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  af  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31818  Filed  10-30.81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Boulevard  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Boulevard  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Chicago, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  75  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  National 
Boulevard  Bank  of  Chicago,  Chicago, 
Illinois.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  22, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31618  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Brinkley  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Brinkley  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Brinkley, 
Arkansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 


more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank  of 
Brinkley,  Brinkley,  Arkansas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boai^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  bouis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Douvning,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31820  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Brookhaven  Financial  Corp.; 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Brookhaven  Financial  Corporation, 
Brookhaven,  Mississippi,  has  applied  fur 
the  Board’s  approval  under  Section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Brookhaven  Bank  and  Trust  Company, 
Brookhaven,  Mississippi.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  18, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing.  '  . 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31821  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 
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Central  Illinois  Banc  Shares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Central  Illinois  Banc  Shares,  Inc., 
Springfield,  Illinois,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Capital  Bank 
and  Trust  Company  of  Springfield, 
Springfield,  Illinois.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  persoii  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  )r.. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31622  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BtUJNa  CODE  e210-01-M 


Colorado  National  Bankshares,  Inc^ 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Colorado  National  Bankshares,  Inc., 
Denver,  Colorado,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  imder  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  up  to  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  each  of 
the  following  banks:  Aurora  National 
Bank.  NA.,  Aurora,  Colorado;  Boulder 
National  Bank,  Boulder,  Colorado;  First 
National  Bank  of  Pueblo,  Pueblo, 
Colorado;  Fort  Collins  National  Bank, 
Fort  Collins,  Colorado;  and  Park 
National  Bank,  Pueblo,  Colorado.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  20, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 


would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hefiring. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  23, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31638  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


Community  Financial  Services,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Hoiding  Company 

Community  Financial  Services,  Inc., 
Bolivar,  Tennessee,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  84.3  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voti^  shares  of 
Bank  of  Bolivar,  Bolivar,  Teimessee.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  €ire  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  22, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31623  FUed  10.30-Bl;  8:45  am) 

BRUNQ  CODE  621IM>1-« 


Dickey  County  Bancorporation; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Dickey  County  Bancorporation, 
Ellendale,  North  Dakota,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  98.3 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  First 
National  Bank  and  Trust  Company  of 
Ellendale,  Ellendale,  North  Dakota.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boa^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  , 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 


comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
November  25, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  61-31624  Filed  10-30-61: 8:45  am) 

BILLINO  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  Commerce  Bancorp,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Commerce  Bancorp,  Inc., 
Commerce,  Georgia,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  First 
National  Bank  of  Commerce,  Commerce, 
Georgia.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  BoaM  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  19, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26. 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31625  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  e210-01-M 


First  of  Oswego  Financial  Corp.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  of  Oswego  Financial  Corp., 
Oswego,  Kansas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The 
First  National  Bank  of  Oswego,  Oswego, 
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Kansas.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c]  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  26, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  sununarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31626  Filed  10-30-81;  6:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  State  Bancorporation;  Formation 
of  Bank  Hoiding  Company 

First  State  Bancorporation, 
Fredericksburg,  Iowa,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  90 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  State  Bank,  Fredericksburg,  Iowa. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  sufHce  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31627  Filed  10-30-«;  8:45  am] 

MIXINO  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  State  Bancorporation;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  State  Bancorporation, 
Tuscaloosa,  Alabama,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  State  Bank  of  Tuscaloosa, 
Tuscaloosa,  Alabama.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  19, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc  81-31628  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Mechanicsville  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Mechanicsville  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Mechanicsville,  Iowa,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Mechanicsville  Trust  and  Savings  Bank, 
Mechanicsville,  Iowa.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  22, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31629  Filed  10-30-Sl;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  621(H>1-M 


Mt  Zion  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Mt.  Zion  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Mt.  Zion, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Mt.  Zion  State  Bank, 

Mt.  Zion,  Illinois.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doa  81-31630  Filed  10-3(Mn;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Northwest  Bancshares  of  Louisiana, 
Inc.;  Formation  of  Bank  Holding 
Company 

Northwest  Bancshares  of  Louisiana, 
Inc.,  Mansfield,  Louisiana,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  National  Bank  in  Mansfield, 
Louisiana.  The  factors  that  are 
considered,  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  19, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  46.  No.  211  /  Monday,  November  2,  1981  /  Notices 


that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  fr.. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31631  Filed  10-30-81;  8:«S  am) 

BILLWa  CODE  6210-0t-« 


Northwest  Georgia  Bankshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Northwest  Georgia  Bankshares,  Inc., 
La  Fayette,  Georgia,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  .Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Walker  County  Bank,  La  Fayette, 
Georgia.  Hie  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Hie  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Alanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  hot  later  than  November  19, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  )r.. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  SI-3ie3Z  Filed  10-30-Sl;  ft4S  am) 

BIUJNQ  CODE  ezio-ei-M 


Peoples  BmCorp;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

Peoples  BanCorp,  Belleville,  New 
Jersey,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  the  successor  by  merger 
to  Peoples  Bank,  N-A..  Belleville,  New 
Jersey.  'Hie  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C 
1842(c)). 


Hie  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boai^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  appUcation 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31633  Filed  10-30-61;  8.-4S  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  6210-01-« 


Peoples  Banking  Corp,^  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Peoples  Banking  Corporation,  Bay 
City.  Michigan,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  successor  by 
consolidation  to  McPherson  State  Bank. 
Howell,  Michigan.  'Hie  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Hie  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washin^on,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  20, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Dowcing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31640  Flkd  10-30-61: 8:48  un] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Republic  of  Texas  Corp.;  Acquisition 
of  Bank 

Republic  of  Texas  Corp.,  Dallas, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  tlm  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(aK3')  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Compcmy  Act  (12  U.S.C. 


1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 
voting  ^ares  of  North  State  Bank  of 
Amarillo,  Texas,  Amarillo,  Texas.  Hie 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.G  1842(c)). 

‘Hie  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  19, 
198i.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1961. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31841  Filed  10-30-n:  8:45  ara| 

BILUNG  CODE  621(M)1-M 


Scott  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Scott  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Bethany, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Scott  State 
Bank,  Bethany,  Illinois.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  19, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26. 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31634  Plied  10-30-61: 8945  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  e210-01-«l 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  211  /  Monday,  November  2,  1981  /  Notices 


Security  State  Investments,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holdbig  Company 

Security  State  Investments,  Inc., 
Houston,  Minnesota,  has  Applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Con^>any  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  b^mme  a  bmik 
holding  company  by  acquiring  88 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Security  State  Bank  of  Houston, 

Houston,  Minnesota.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  cm  the 
application  are  set  fordi  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
November  25, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Eleserve 
System.  October  26, 1981. 

—  Theodore  E.  Downing,  )r.. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc  Sl-n63S  FUcd  lO-30-ru  k4S  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  BSIO-OI-U 


Society  Corp.;  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Society  Corporation,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  Section  3(a)(3)  erf  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  Citizens  Bank, 
Hamilton,  Ohio.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  erf  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  ResCTve  Bank  of 
Cleveland.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  appKcation  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
November  25, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidmice  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  )c« 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  D«c.  81-31642  Piled  10-30-«e:4S  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  SMO-OI-H 


Stm  Banks  of  Florida,  Inc.^  Acquisition 
of  Bank 

Sun  Banks  of  Florida.  Inc.,  Orlando, 
Florida,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Sun  Bank/Indian  River, 
N.A..  Vero  Beach,  Florida.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  appUcation  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be . 
received  not  later  than  Novembar  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  apiplication 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26. 1981. 

Theodore  B.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FH  Doc.  81-31643  Piled  10-30-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6M0-O1-M 


Thornton  Holding  Company,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Thornton  Holding  Company,  Inc^ 
Douglasville,  Georgia,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  ^nk  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring 
80.71  per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Douglas  Coimty  Bank. 
Douglasville,  Georgia.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.a  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
ap^ication  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Res^ve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  writtmi  presentation 
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would  iKrf  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr.. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31636  Filed  10-30-61:  a4S  araj 
BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


U.S.  Bancorp;  Acquisition  of  Bank 

U.S.  Bancorp.,  Portland,  Oregon,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  KjcA  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to 
acquire  100  per  emit  of  the  voti^  shares 
of  Pacific  State  Bank,  Lincoln  City, 
Oregon,  and  100  per  cent  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Bank  of  Corvallis,  Corvallis, 
Oregon.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  axe  set  forth 
in  section  3(cl  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
November  25. 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statemmit  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31645  Ffled  ie-3(Mll:  6:45  am| 

BiLUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


University  Baneshares,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

University  Baneshares,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas,  has  af^rfied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  First  Alief  Bank, 
Houston,  Texas.  *1116  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  applicatiem 
are  set  forth  in  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  aM>Iication  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  (rf  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  commentim  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
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writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  25, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31644  Filed  10-30-81:  ft45  am] 

BtLUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


Wray  State  Bancorporation;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Wray  State  Bancorporation,  Wray, 
Colorado,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a](l]  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)]  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Wray  State 
Bank,  Wray,  Colorado.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  November  19, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  October  26, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31637  Filed  10-30-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Health  Resources  Administration 

Announcement  of  Amendments  to 
PHS  Act;  Special  Project  Grants  and 
Contracts 

The  Bureau  of  Health  Professions, 
Health  Resources  Administration, 
announces  that  Section  820  of  the  PHS 
Act  has  been  ami^nded  by  Section  2753 
of  Pub.  L  97-35  (Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act). 


Authority  for  Special  Project  Grants 
for  mergers  or  other  cooperative 
arrangements  among  hospitals  and 
academic  institutions,  for  new  nurse 
training  programs  or  research  in  nursing 
education,  for  curriculum  improvement, 
and  for  short-term  inservice  training  for 
aides  and  orderlies  is  repealed,  except 
that  an  entity  which  received  assistance 
in  one  of  these  fields  for  Fiscal  Year 
1981  may  receive  one  additional  grant  or 
contract.  Applications  addressing  these 
purposes  which  did  not  receive  an 
award  in,FY  1981  will  not  be  reviewed. 

Authority  is  continued  to  award 
Special  Project  Grants  to  public  and 
nonprofit  private  schools  of  nursing  and 
other  entities,  and  to  enter  into  contracts 
with  any  public  or  private  entity,  for 
special  projects  to  carry  out  one  or  more 
of  the  following  designated  purposes: 

1.  Increase  nursing  education 
opportimities  for  individuals  from 
disadvantaged  backgrounds,  as 
determined  in  accordance  with  criteria 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  by  (a) 
identifying,  recruiting,  and  selecting 
such  individuals,  (b)  facilitating  the 
entry  of  such  individuals  into  schools  of 
nursing,  (c)  providing  counseling  or 
other  services  designed  to  assist  such 
individuals  to  complete  successfully 
their  nursing  education,  (d)  providing, 
for  a  period  prior  to  the  entry  of  such 
individuals  into  the  reguleir  course  of 
education  at  a  school  of  nursing, 
preliminary  education  designed  to  assist 
them  to  complete  successfiUly  such 
regular  course  of  education,  (e)  paying 
such  stipends  (including  allowances  for 
travel  and  dependents]  as  the  Secretary 
may  determine  for  such  individuals  for 
any  period  of  nursing  education,  and  (f) 
publicizing,  especially  to  licensed 
vocational  or  practical  nurses,  existing 
sources  of  financial  aid  available  to 
persons  who  are  enrolled  in  schools  of 
nursing  or  who  are  undertaking  training 
necessary  to  qualify  them  to  enroll  in 
such  schools; 

2.  Provide  continuing  education  for 
nurses; 

3.  Provide  appropriate  retraining 
opportunities  for  nurses  who  (after 
periods  of  professional  inactivity)  desire 
again  actively  to  engage  in  the  nursing 
profession; 

4.  Help  to  increase  the  supply  or 
improve  the  distribution,  by  geographic 
area  or  by  specialty  group,  of 
adequately  trained  nursing  personnel 
(including  nursing  personnel  who  are 
bilingual)  needed  to  meet  the  health 
needs  of  the  Nation,  including  the  need 
to  increase  the  availability  of  personal 
health  services  and  the  need  to  promote 
preventive  health  care;  or 

5.  Provide  training  and  education  to 
upgrade  the  skills  of  licensed  vocational 


or  practical  nurses,  nursing  assistants, 
and  other  paraprofessional  nursing 
personnel. 

Of  funds  appropriated,  not  less  than 
20  percent  is  required  to  be  obligated  for 
assistance  to  the  disadvantaged;  not 
less  than  20  percent  for  projects  to 
increase  the  supply  or  improve  the 
distribution  of  adequately  trained 
nursing  personnel  by  geographic  area  or 
by  specialty  group;  and  not  less  than  10 
percent  for  projects  to  upgrade  skills  of 
vocational  or  practical  nurses,  nursing 
assistants,  or  other  paraprofessional 
nursing  personnel. 

Requests  for  application  materials  and 
questions  regarding  grants  policy  should 
be  directed  to:  Grants  Management 
Officer  (D-10),  Bureau  of  Health 
Professions,  Health  Resources 
Administration,  Center  Building,  Room 
4-27,  3700  East-West  Highway, 
Hyattsville,  Maryland  20782;  Telephone 
(301)  436-6098. 

Requests  for  programmatic 
information  should  be  directed  to: 
Division  of  Nursing,  Bmeau  of  Health 
Professions,  Health  Resources 
Administration,  Center  Building,  Room 
3-50,  3700  East-West  Highway, 
Hyattsville,  Maryland  20782;  Telephone 
(301)  436-6623. 

This  program  is  listed  at  13.359  in  the 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance. 
Applications  submitted  in  response  to 
this  announcement  are  not  subject  to 
review  by  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouses  under  the  procedures  in 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
Circular  No.  A-95. 

Dated:  October  27, 1981. 

James  A.  Walsh, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31601  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-SS-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Park  Service 

Arco  Exploration  Co.;  Big  Thicket 
National  Preserve,  Texas;  Availability 
of  Plan  of  Operations  and 
Environntental  Assessment  for 
Purpose  of  Conducting  Seismic 
Survey 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  §  9.52(b)  of  Tide  36  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  that  the  National 
Park  Service  has  received  from  Arco 
Exploration  Company  a  plan  of 
operations  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
a  seismic  survey  in  the  Big  Sandy  Creek 
and  Menard  Creek  Units,  Big  Thicket 
National  Preserve,  Polk  County,  Texas. 
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The  Plan  of  Op^ations  and 
Environmental  Assessinait  eire 
available  for  public  review  and 
comment  on  or  before  December  2, 1981 
in  the  Office  of  the  Superintendent,  Big 
Thicket  Naticmal  Preserve,  8185  Eastex 
Freeway,  Post  Office  Box  7408, 
Beaumont,  Texas  77706;  and  the 
Southwest  Regional  Office,  National 
Park  Service,  1100  Old  Santa  Fe  Trail, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501.  Copies  of 
the  document  are  available  from  Big 
Thicket  National  Preserve  and  will  be 
sent  upon  request. 

Dated:  October  22, 1981. 

Robert  I.  Kerr, 

Regional  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31737  Filed  10-30-BI:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  431«-70-M 


Califomia  Guest  Services,  Inc.;  Lassen 
Volcanic  National  Park;  Intent  To 
Negotiate  Concession  Contract; 
Correction 

Pursuant  to  the  provisicms  of  Section  5 
of  the  Act  of  October  9, 1965  (79  Stat. 
969;  16  U.S.C.  20],  public  notice  was 
given  in  the  Octob^  13, 1981,  Federal 
Register,  page  10210,  Vol.  46,  FR  Doc. 
8129608,  that  the  National  Park  Sevice  is 
proposing  to  negotiate  a  concession 
contract  authorizing  Califomia  Guest 
Services,  Inc.,  to  continue  to  provide 
lodging,  camper  store,  downhill  skiing, 
and  various  food  service  facilities  and 
services  for  the  public  at  Lassen 
Volcanic  National  Park,  Califomia  for  a 
period  of  twenty  (20)  years  from 
October  1, 1981,  through  September  30, 
2001. 

All  interested  parties  were  to  submit 
their  proposals  on  or  before  November 
12, 1981.  However,  there  was  an 
inadvertent  delay  in  notifying  the 
incumbent  concessioner  that  notice  of 
the  impending  negotiation  had  been 
published  in  the  Federal  Registm*.  As  a 
result,  it  has  been  determined  that 
additional  time  should  be  provided 
within  which  all  interested  parties  may 
submit  proposals  on  the  proposed 
contract  negotiation. 

To  be  considered  and  evaluated,  all 
proposals  must  be  postmarked  or  hand 
carried  to  the  Regional  Director, 
Western  Region,  National  Park  Service, 
450  Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36063,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  on  or  before 
November  27, 1981. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Regional  Director  at  the  foregoing 
address  for  information  regarding  the 


requirements  of  the  proposed  contract 
Dated;  October  28, 1981. 

Stanley  T.  Albright, 

Acting  DirectoPi  National  Park  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31738  Piled  10-30-81;  IMS  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-4H 


Ford’s  Theatre  National  Historical  Site; 
Public  Meeting 

This  notice  sets  forth  a  public  meeting 
at  5  p.m.  Monday,  November  23, 1981  at 
Ford’s  TTieatre,  511 10th  St,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C„  to  present  a  prepared 
interpretive  plan  for  redesigning  the 
lower-level  Lincoln  Museum  at  Ford’s 
Theatre. 

The  proposed  plan  recognizes  Ford’s 
Theatre  unique  association  with  the 
tragic  event  that  ended  Lincoln’s  life. 
The  proposed  exhibits  and  other 
changes  will  focus  (m  the  Assassination 
and  death  on  April  14-15, 1865,  and  the 
subsequent  conspiracy  that  followed  the 
Assassination. 

Emphasis  of  the  design  also  will  be 
placed  on  Lincoln’s  death  in  association 
with  Reconstmction  policy  and  its  effect 
on  the  American  people. 

Available  at  the  meeting  will  be 
summary  information  concerning  the 
plan,  and  written  conunents  will  be 
accepted  until  December  28, 1981. 
Comments  and  questions  should  be 
addressed  to  the'Site  Manager,  Ford’s 
Threatre,  511 10th  St.,  NW,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Telephone  inquiries  can  be  made  at 
(202)  426-6924.  ^ 

Dated;  October  23, 1981. 

Manus  }.  Fish,  )i.. 

Regional  Director,  National  Capital  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31739  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70-M 


Voyageurs  National  Park,  Minn.;  Kettle 
Falls  HoteL  Inc.;  Intention  To  Extend 
Concession  Permit 

Pursueint  to  the  provisions  of  Section  5 
of  the  Act  of  October  9, 1965  (Stat.  969; 

16  U.S.C.  20),  public  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  November  30, 1981,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  through  the 
DirectOT  of  the  National  Park  Service, 
proposes  to  extend  a  concession  permit 
with  Kettle  Falls  Hotel.  Inc.,  authorizing 
it  to  continae  to  provide  lodging  and 
food  facilities  and  services  for  the  public 
at  Voyageurs  National  Paiic,  Minnesota, 
for  a  period  fo  two  (2)  years  from 
January  1, 1982,  through  Decraber  31, 
1983. 


’This  permit  extension  has  been 
determined  to  be  a  categorical  exclusion 
under  the  National  Park  Service 
regulations  implementing  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  no 
environmmital  documoit  will  be 
prepared. 

The  foregoing  concessioner  has 
performed  its  obligations  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  imder  an 
existing  permit  extension  which  expires 
by  limitation  of  time  on  Decmnber  31. 
1981,  and  therefore,  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  October  9, 1965,  as  cited  above,  is 
entitled  to  be  given  preference  in  the 
renewal  of  the  permit  and  in  the 
negotiation  of  a  new  permit.  ’This 
provision,  in  effect,  grants  Kettle  Falls 
Hotel,  Inc.,  as  the  present  satisfactory 
concessioner,  the  ri^t  to  meet  the  terms 
of  responsive  proposals  for  the  proposed 
new  permit  and  a  preference  in  the 
award  of  the  permit,  if,  thereafter,  the 
proposal  of  Kettle  Falls  Hotel,  Inc.,  is 
substantially  equal  to  others  received.  In 
the  event  a  responsive  proposal  superior 
to  that  of  Kettle  Falls  HoteL  Inc.,  (as 
determined  by  the  Secretary)  is 
submitted.  Kettle  Falls  HoteL  Inc.,  will 
be  given  the  opportunity  to  meet  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  superior 
proposal  the  Secretary  considns 
desirable,  and,  if  it  does  so,  the  new 
permit  will  be  negotiated  with  Kettle 
Falls  HoteL  Inc.  ’The  Secretary  will 
consider  and  evaluate  all  proposals 
received  as  a  result  of  this  notice. 
Proposals  must  be  post  marked  or  htuid 
delivered  on  or  before  November  30, 
1981  to  be  ccmsidered  and  evaluated. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  die 
Regional  Directw,  Midwest  Region, 
National  Paric  Service.  1709  Jackson 
Street,  Omaha,  NE  68102,  for 
information  as  to  the  requirements  of 
the  proposed  permit 

Dated:  October  22, 1981. 

Randall  R.  Pope, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Midwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31606  Filed  10-30-81;  8-45  onq 
BILUNO  CODE  43t3-70-H 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Public  Participation  in  Water  Service 
and  Repayment  Contract  Negotiations 

agency:  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

ACTION;  Notice  of  proposed  procedures 
for  public  participation  in  water  service 
and  repayment  contract  negotiations  for 
public  review  and  comment. 

summary:  'The  Department  of  the 
Interior  is  prc^xising  to  revise  the  “Final 
General  Notice  of  Procedures”  for  public 
participation  in  the  water  service  and 
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repayment  contract  negotiations 
published  in  the  Federd  Register  on 
January  2, 1979.  The  proposed  revision  is 
prompted  by  the  lack  of  public  response 
to  the  Federal  Register  notices  of  intent 
to  enter  into  contract  negotiations,  and 
the  need  to  eliminate  excessive, 
burdensome  or  coimter-productive 
regulations.  It  would  provide  that 
F^eral  Register  notices  of  intent  to 
negotiate  will  be  used  to  publicize 
“major”  rather  than  “all"  water  service 
and  repayment  contract  proposals 
processed  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
Consequently,  the  number  of  notices 
processed  each  year  would  be 
substantially  reduced  in  line  with  the 
Administration’s  desire  to  eliminate 
excessive,  burdensome,  and 
coimterproductive  regulations. 

DATES:  Thirty  calendar  days  from  the 
date  of  this  publication  (December  2, 
1981]  are  allowed  for  receipt  of 
comments.  Following  review  and 
consideration  of  the  public  comments, 
the  revised  Hnal  procedures  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
soon  as  possible  thereafter. 

ADDRESS  AND  CONTACT  FOR  FURTHER 
information:  Comments  or  requests  for 
further  information  should  be  addressed 
to:  Commissioner  Robert  N.  Broadbent, 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20240,  Attention:  W.O. 
Code  440. 

Telephone  inquiries  concerning  this 
matter  should  be  made  to  Contract  and 
Repayment  Specialists,  Messrs.  Frank 
Ellis  or  Donald  Walker,  telephone  (202) 
343-5671. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  It  is  the 

policy  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
to  afford  the  affected  public  an 
opportimity  to  be  aware  of  and  provide 
comment  on  the  decisionmaking  process 
regarding  major  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
repayment  and  water  service  contracts. 

The  repayment  of  reimbursable  costs 
associated  with  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
construction  and  loan  programs  requires 
consummation  of  contracts  between  the 
United  States  and  beneHciaries  of  those 
programs.  The  terms  and  conditions  of 
such  contracts  (including  but  not  limited 
to  such  matters  as  quantities  of  water  to 
be  furnished,  water  delivery  schedules, 
construction  of  facilities,  terms  and 
conditions  of  repayment)  sometimes 
affect  a  wider  range  of  the  public  than 
the  immediate  parties  to  the  contract. 
The  opportunity  for  the  public  to 
observe  negotiations,  and  review  and 
comment  a  newly  proposed  water 
service  or  repayment  contracts  or 
amendments  or  supplements  to  existing 
contracts  was  expanded  on  January  2, 
1979,  with  the  publication  of  the  “Final 


General  Notice  of  Procedures,”  in  the 
Federal  Register.  That  notice  of 
procedures  provided  that  notices  of 
intent  to  negotiate  terms  and  conditions 
for  all  proposed  water  service  and 
repayment  contracts  be  published  in  the 
F^eral  Register.  This  notice  proposes  to 
modify  the  “Final  General  Notice  of 
Procedures”  to  provide  that  such  notices 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
only  for  major  water  service  or 
repayment  contract  proposals. 

Publication  and  implementation  of 
these  proposed  procedmes  will  not 
significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  and  is  categorically 
excluded  under  516  DM  6  Appendix 
9.4A  (1)  from  further  compliance  with 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  as  amended. 

Proposed  Public  Participation 
Procedures 

Public  participation  procedures  for 
water  service  or  repayment  contracts 
are  composed  of  two  basic  elements; 
publicizing  and  receiving  public 
comment  on  proposed  contractural 
actions. 

The  extent  and  means  by  which  a 
given  contractural  proposal  shall  be 
publicized  and  publicly  reviewed  will  be 
determined  by  the  Commission  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  based  on  the 
staff  assessment  and  recommendations 
included  in  each  request  to  intiate 
contract  negotiations.  Where  the 
assessment  identifies  a  minor  contract 
proposal,  not  controversial  and  having 
nominal  economic,  social,  and/or 
environmental  impact,  the 
recommendations  may  consist  of  a 
statement  that  no  public  announcement 
will  be  made. 

Where  the  assessment  identifies  a 
major  contract  proposal  potentially 
controversial  and  having  large 
economic,  social,  and/or  environmental 
impact,  the  recommendation  will 
identify  appropriate  means  of 
publicizing  the  intent  to  negotiate,  where 
a  proposed  contract  can  be  obtained  for 
review  and  comment,  and  when 
negotiating  sessions  and/or  public 
hearings  will  be  scheduled. 

Notices  for  such  major  contract 
proposals  will  be  published,  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Each  notice  shall 
include  a  brief  general  description  of  the 
proposed  contract,  identification  of  the 
specific  lejpslative  authority  for  the 
proposed  contract,  a  point  of  public 
contact  for  inquiries  and  comments,  and 
the  period  of  time  in  which  comments  on 
the  proposed  contract  will  be  received. 

If  the  Commissioner  determines  that  a 
public  hearing  is  to  be  held  on  a  given 
draft  contract,  a  subsequent  Federal 
Register  notice  shall  include  the  date. 


time,  place,  and  a  concise  summary  of 
the  general  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
proposed  contract. 

Opportimity  for  public  comments  on 
major  contract  proposals  will  be 
provided  by  the  following  procedures: 

(1)  All  meetings  or  negotiating 
sessions  scheduled  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  with  a  potential  contractor 
for  the  piui)ose  of  discussing  terms  and 
conditions  of  a  proposed  contract  will 
be  open  to  the  general  public  as 
observers  unless  otherwise  publicly 
announced.  Advance  notice  of  such 
meetings  will  be  furnished  to  those 
parties  that  have  made  timely  written 
request  for  such  notice  to  the 
appropriate  regional  or  project  office  of 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

(2)  All  written  correspondence 
regarding  proposed  contracts  will  be 
made  available  to  the  general  public 
pursuant  to  the  terms  and  procedures  of 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (80  Stat. 
383,  5  U.S.C.  552),  as  amended. 

(3)  All  written  comments  received  and 
testimony  presented  at  any  public 
hearing  will  be  considered  by  the 
appropriate  Regional  Director  and  the 
Commissioner  prior  to  submittal  of  a 
contract  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
for  approval.  A  summary  of  all  written 
comments  received  and  testimony 
presented  at  any  public  hearing  will  be 
prepared  and  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
for  consideration  prior  to  approval  or 
disapproval  of  a  given  contract. 

(4)  Interested  parties  may  obtain 
copies  of  a  specific  proposed  contract 
when  it  becomes  available  for  review 
and  comment.  The  seven  Regional 
Directors  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
located  in  Boise,  Idaho;  Sacramento, 
California;  Boulder  City,  Nevada;  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah;  Amarillo,  Texas; 
Billings,  Montana;  and  Denver, 
Colorado,  are  the  primary  public 
contacts.  Contracts  and  repayment 
officers,  project  managers,  and  others 
may  also  be  designated  as  public 
contacts. 

Dated:  October  27, 1981. 

David  C.  RusseU, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31736  Filed  10-3(>-61;  8:46  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE 


INTERNATIONAL  JOINT 
COMMISSION— UNITED  STATES  AND 
CANADA 

Application  for  Regulating  Levels  of 
(^yooa  Lake;  Public  Hearings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
International  Joint  Commission  will  hold 
public  hearings  at  the  times  and  places 
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listed  below  regarding  an  Application 
from  the  State  of  Washington  for  an 
Order  of  Approval  to  construct  new 
control  works  for  regulating  the  levels  of 
Osoyoos  Lake  in  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia  and  the  State  of  Washington. 

The  Commission  will  be  considering 
the  Application  pursuant  to  its 
responsibilities  under  Articles  IV  and 
VIII  of  the  Boundary  Waters  Treaty  of 
1909  to  assure  that  suitable  and 
adequate  provision  is  made  for  the 
protection  of  interests  that  may  be 
affected  in  British  Columbia  by  the 
proposed  construction  of  new  control 
works. 

The  Application  was  submitted 
following  the  development  of  a 
Cooperation  Plan  dated  October  1980  by 
the  Governments  of  the  Province  of 
British  Columbia  and  the  State  of 
Washington.  The  Application  states  that 
the  existing  Zosel  Dam  is  ineffective  in 
conserving  water  during  drought  periods 
because  of  apparent  seepage  losses  and 
is  also  overstressed  at  a  water  level  of 
911  feet  (USCGS  Datum).  The  proposed 
control  works  would  have  a  capacity  of 
2500  cubic  feet  per  second  with  Osoyoos 
Lake  level  not  greater  than  elevation 
913.0  feet.  It  should  be  noted  that  a 
water  level  of  913  feet  at  Osoyoos  Lake 
is  equivalent  to  or  lower  than  the  911 
feet  at  Zosel  Dam  required  in  the 
Commission’s  1946  Order  of  Approval. 

The  new  control  works  would 
facilitate  maintaining  the  level  of 
Osoyoos  Lake  at  elevation  911.0  (±  0.3 
feet)  except  in  times  of  serious  drought 
when  the  water  may  be  impounded  up 
to  a  maximum  of  913.0  feet  and  then 
drawn  down  to  910.5  feet. 

In  a  letter  dated  December  8, 1980,  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia  advised 
the  State  of  Washington  that  it  endorsed 
the  Application. 

Public  notice  of  receipt  of  the 
Application  was  given  by  the 
Commission  on  May  5, 1981  and  a 
request  was  made  for  Statements  in 
Response  to  the  Application  from 
interested  parties.  Seven  Statements  in 
Response  and  a  Statement  in  Reply  by 
the  Applicant,  dated  October  6, 1981, 
have  been  received  by  the  Commission. 
Copies  of  all  Statements  received  along 
with  the  Application  are  available  for 
review  at  the  Municipal  Office  of  the 
Village  of  Osoyoos  and  at  the  City  Hall 
of  Oroville.  ' 

The  Public  Hearings  will  allow  the 
Commission  the  opportunity  to  hear 
presentations  of  all  parties  interested  in 
the  Application.  At  the  Hearings 
opportunity  will  be  given  to  anyone, 
whether  on  his  own  behalf  or  in  a 
representative  capacity,  to  offer 
pertinent  information  to  assist  the 
Commission  in  disposing  of  the 


Application.  While  not  mandatory, 
written  statements  are  desirable  to 
supplement  oral  testimony  and  to  ensure 
accuracy  of  the  report.  When  a  written 
statement  is  presented,  30  copies,  if 
possible,  should  be  provided  for 
distribution  to  the  news  media  and  for 
Commission  purposes. 

Time  and  Places  of  Hearings 

December  8, 1981,  9:30  a.m. — Oroville 
City  Hall,  Oroville,  Washington 
December  8, 1981,  2:30  p.m. — Osoyoos 
Community  Hall,  Osoyoos,  British 
Columbia 

David  G.  Chance,  Secretary,  Canadian 
Section,  International  Joint 
Commission,  18th  Floor,  100  Metcalfe 
Street,  Ottawa,  Ontario  KIP  5M1 
David  A.  LaRoche,  Secretary,  United 
States  Section,  International  Joint 
Commission,  Room  203, 1717  H  StreeL 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20440. 

David  A.  LaRoche, 

Secretary,  United  States  Section, 

October  28, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31761  Filed  10-30-81: 8:46  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4710-14-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Freight  Forwarders;  Long<and-Short> 
Haul  Application  for  Relief  (Formerly 
Fourth  Section  Application) 

October  27, 1981. 

This  application  for  long-and-short- 
haul  relief  has  been  filed  with  the  ICC. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  ICC  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  the 
notice. 

FSA  No.  43942 — Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau  No.  B-141,  reduced  rates  on 
Sugar,  beet  or  cane,  from  stations  in 
Idaho  and  Utah  to  Houston,  Texas;  Also 
returned  shipments  in  the  reverse 
direction,  in  Supplement  No.  45  to  its 
Tariff  ICC  SWTO  4412,  effective 
November  21, 1981.  Grounds  for  relief— 
Market  Competition. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31663  Filed  ll>-30-81i  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 

[Ex  Parte  No.  311] 

Motor  Carriers;  Expedited  Procedures 
for  Recovery  of  Fuel  Costs 

Decided:  October  27, 1981. 

In  our  recent  decisions,  an  18.0> 
percent  surcharge  was  authorized  on  all 
owner-operator  traffic,  and  on  all 
truckload  traffic  whether  or  not  owner- 
operators  were  employed.  We  ordered 


that  all  owner-operators  were  to  receive 
compensation  at  this  level. 

The  weekly  figure  set  forth  in  the 
appendix  for  transportation  performed 
by  owner-operators  and  for  truckload 
traffic  is  17.7  percent.  Accordingly,  we 
are  authorizing  that  the  surcharge  for 
this  traffic  remain  at  18.0  percent  All 
owner-operators  are  to  receive 
compensation  at  this  level. 

No  change  is  authorized  in  the  3.0- 
percent  surcharge  on  less-than- 
truckload  (LTL)  traffic  performed  by 
carriers  not  using  owner-operators,  the 
2.0-percent  surcharge  for  United  Parcel 
Service,  or  the  6.6-percent  surcharge  for 
bus  carriers. 

Notice  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  mailing  a  copy  of  this  decision 
to  the  Governor  of  each  State  having 
jurisdiction  over  transportation  by 
depositing  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  for 
public  inspection  and  by  depositing  a 
copy  to  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  for  publication  therein. 

It  is  ordered: 

This  decision  shall  become  elective 
Friday  12:01  a.m.,  October  30, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Taylor,  Vice 
Chairman  Clapp,  Commissioners  Gresham 
and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Appendix— Fuel  Surcharge 

Base  data  and  price  per  gaKon  (.Mudhg  lax> 
January  1. 1979 . .  63.5* 

Date  at  current  price  measurement  and'prioe  per  gaSott 
{including  tax) 

October  26. 1981 _ 130.0* 


'  Apply  to  all  truckload  rated  traffic. 

*  Induding  less-than-tiuckload  traffia 

*  The  percentage  surcharge  developed  tor  UPS  la  calculal- 
od  by  applying  SI  percent  ol  the  percentage  increae*  in  the 
currant  price  per  gallon  over  the  base  price  par  gallon  to 
UPS  average  perc^  ol  tool  expanse  to  revenue  Hgure  as  at 
January  1, 1979  0.3  peroenQ. 

*The  developed  surcharge  I*  reduced  OB  peroani  to 
reflect  fuaUalated  increase*  already  included  In  UPS  rats*. 

(FR  Dioc.  61-31851  Filed  10-30-M;  •.-46  am] 

BILLINQ  coot  7038-01-M 
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Motor  Carrten  Finance  AppHcattons; 
Decision>Notlca 

The  following  applicationB,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  seek  approval  to 
consolidate,  purchase,  meige,  lease 
operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  of  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U,S.C.  11343  or  11344. 

Also,  applications  directly  related  to 
these  motor  finance  applications  (such 
as  conversions,  gateway  eliminations, 
and  securities  issuance)  may  be 
involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240).  See 
Ex  Parte  55  (Sub-No.  44),  Rules 
Governing  Applications  Filed  By  Motor 
Carriers  Under  49  U.S.C.  11344  and 
11349,  363  ICC  740  (1981).  These  rules 
provide  among  other  things,  that 
opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  within  45  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  Rule  242  of  the  special 
rules  and  shall  include  the  certification 
required. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.241.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  eridence,  can  be  obtained 
fiom  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00,  in 
accordance  with  49  CFR  1100.241(d). 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  will  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  However,  the 
Commission  may  modify  the  operating 
authority  involved  in  the  application  to 
conform  to  the  Commission’s  policy  of 
simplifying  grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  find,  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
fitness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  unlawful  control,  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights)  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  note  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 


under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  Uie  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
to  any  application  directly  related 
thereto  filed  within  45  days  of 
publication  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed)  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (unless  the  application 
involves  impediments)  upon  compliance 
with  certain  requirements  which  will  be 
set  forth  in  a  notification  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice.  To 
the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Dated:  October  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC-F-14711.  Filed  October  7, 1981. 
AMERICAN  BUS  COMPANY  (ABC) 

(239  Old  River  Road,  Wilkes-Barre,  PA 
18702)— Control— PRICE  BUS 
COMPANY,  INC.  (Price)  (232  South 
Sherman  Avenue,  Scranton,  PA  16504). 
Representative:  William  A.  Chesnutt, 
Suite  960, 1333  New  Hampshire  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  ABC 
seeks  authority  to  acquire  control  of 
Price  through  tiie  purchase  of  all  of 
Price’s  issued  and  outstanding  capital 
stock,  and  in  turn,  White  Transit 
Company,  a  non-carrier  (239  Old  River 
Road,  Wilkes-Barre,  PA  18702)  which 
controls  ABC  through  sole  stock 
ownership,  and  Frank  M.  Henry  who 
controls  White  Tt'ansit  Company 
through  sole  stock  ownership,  seek 
approval  to  acquire  control  of  ftice 
through  the  transaction.  The  interstate 
operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled 
are  contained  in  Price's  Certificate  at 
Docket  No.  MC-17751  which  authorizes 
transportation  as  a  motor  common 
carrier  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
(a)  in  charter  operations,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  Scranton,  PA,  Hartford, 
CT,  and  Springfield,  MA;  and  (b) 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  in  the 
territory  indicated,  in  charter  operations, 
from  points  in  Lackawanna  County,  PA, 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  New  York  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  return.  Frank  M.  Henry, 
who  joins  in  this  application  presently 
controls  Frank  Martz  Coach  Company 
and  Atwood’s  Transport  Lines,  Inc., 
both  motor  common  carrier  of 


passengers  operating  in  interstate 
commerce  under  authority  issued  in 
Nos.  MC-3600  (and  subs  thereto),  and 
MC-108452  and  MC-453.  respectively. 
Condition:  To  the  extent  duplications 
exist  between  Frank  Martz  Coach 
Compcuiy  and  Price  Bus  Company.  Inc., 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
regulations  at  49  CFR  1134.51(a)(3), 
those  rights  may  not  be  hereafter 
severed  fiom  common  ownership  by 
sale  or  otherwise. 

MC-F-14712,  filed  October  13. 1981. 
PIONEER  ACQUISITION  CORP. 
(Pioneer)  (2500  28th  St,  SW.,  Wyoming, 
MI  49509) — ^Purchase  (Portion) — HI-LO 
TRANSPORT.  INC.  (Hi-Lo)  (P.O.  BOX  L. 
WALL  LAKE,  lA  51466).  Representative: 
Donald  L  Stem.  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy 
Road,  Omaha,  68106.  ^oneer  seeks 
authority  to  purchase  a  portion  of  the 
interstate  operating  rights  of  Hi-Lo. 

David  Wozniak  seeks  authority  to 
acquire  control  of  said  rights  through  the 
transaction.  Pioneer  is  purchasing  those 
rights  contained  in  Hi-Lo’s  Certificate  in 
MC-143651  served  May  21, 1979,  which 
authorizes  the  transportation  of:  Tape, 
tape  products,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
tape  and  tape  products,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  fix)m  Beacon.  NY, 
to  Carbondale  IL  and  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
NV,  OR,  and  WA,  From  Carbondale,  IL, 
to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV,  OR,  and  WA. 
Pioneer  holds  authority  in  MC-149334 
(common)  and  MC-145604  (contract). 

MC-F-14714,  filed  October  13. 1981. 
W.T.S.  ENTERPRISES,  INC.  (WTS)— 
Control— WESTERN  TRANSFER  AND 
STORAGE,  INC.  (Storage);  WESTERN 
TRANSPORTA’nON  SYSTEMS.  INC. 
(Systems):  and  W.T.S.  OF  MICHIGAN, 
INC.  (Michigan).  (All  of  1609 109th  St., 
Grand  Prairie.  "TX  75050). 

Representative:  D.  Paul  Stafford,  P.O. 
Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  W.T.S. 
seeks  authority  to  acquire  control  of 
Storage,  Systems,  and  Michigan  through 
the  acquisition  of  all  of  the  issued  and 
outstanding  capital  stock  of  Storage, 
Systems,  Euid  ^^chigan.  Donald  L  Siratt 
and  C.  Michael  Robinius,  persons  in 
control  of  WTS,  seek  approval  to 
acquire  control  of  said  rights  and 
property  through  the  transaction.  The 
interstate  operating  rights  to  be 
controlled  by  WTS  are  contained  in: 
Storage’s  Permits  Nos.  MC-134945  (Sub- 
Nos.  1  and  2),  which  authorize  the 
transportation,  as  a  contract  carrier,  of 
(a)  copy,  duplicating,  or  reproducing 
machines,  and  attachments,  uncrated, 
between  Memphis,  TN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  specified 
counties  in  AR,  MS,  TN,  and  MO,  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Xerox 
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Corporation;  and  (b)(1)  iwcrated  copy 
machines,  word  processing  machines, 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
manufacture,  installation,  and  sale  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
Nashville,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  GA  and  KY,  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Xerox 
Corporation;  Michigan’s  Permit  No.  MC- 
147997  (Sub-No.  2)  which  authorizes  the 
transportation,  as  a  contract  carrier,  of 
(1)  copying,  duplicating,  and  word 
processing  machines,  uncrated,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  installation  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  from 
Livonia,  MI,  to  points  in  specified 
coimties  in  OH,  under  continuing 
contract  with  The  Xerox  Corporation; 
and  System’s  Permit  No.  MC-146336  and 
sub-numbers  thereunder  which 
authorize  the  transportation,  as  a 
contract  carrier  (Sub  4)  (1)  uncrated 
xerox  copying  machines  and  word 
processing  machines,  and  (2)  materials, 
supplies  and  parts  used  in  the 
manufacture,  installation,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  El  Paso,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  MN,  under  continuing  contracts  with 
Xerox  Corporation;  (Sub-7)  disposable 
surgical  supplies,  and  materials  used  in 
the  manufacbu'e  of  disposable  surgical 
supplies  (1)  from  Nashville,  TN,  to 
Gainesville,  GA,  (2)  firom  Sherman,  TX, 
to  Los  Angeles,  CA,  and  Charlotte,  NC, 
and  (3)  fi'opi  El  Paso,  TX,  to  Sherman, 

TX,  imder  continuing  contracts  wnth 
Surgikos;  (Sub  12)  automobile  air 
conditioners,  air  conditioner  parts, 
radios,  cruise  controls  and  accessories, 
from  Grand  Prairie,  TX,  to  points  in  AZ, 
GA,  CA,  NV.  OR,  WA,  NM,  and  UT, 
under  continuing  contracts  with  ARA 
Manufacturing  Co;  (Sub  17)  (1)  furniture 
and  fixtures,  (2)  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  (3)  pulp  paper  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  under  continuing  contracts  with 
Scott  Paper  Company;  (Sub  18)  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  the 
United  States,  under  continuing 
contracts  with  Serv-A-Portion,  Inc;  (Sub 
19)X  machinery,  between  points  in  the 
United  States,  under  continuing 
contracts  with  U.S.  Pioneer  Electronics 
Corp;  (Sub  20)  general  commodities 
(except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  United  States, 
imder  continuing  contracts  with  Osco 
Drug,  Inc;  (Sub  21)X  (1)  instruments  and 
photographic  goods,  between  points  in 
the  United  States  under  continuing 
contracts  with  Arbrook,  Inc.  and 
Johnson  &  Johnson  Products,  Inc;  (2) 
machinery  and  parts,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture. 


installation  or  sale  of  the  above 
commodity;  between  points  in  the 
United  States,  under  continuing  contract 
with  Xerox  Corporation;  (3) 
transportatian  equipment,  between 
points  in  the  United  States,  under 
continuing  contracts  with  ARA 
Manufacturing  Company;  (4)  machinery, 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
under  continuing  contracts  with  Redifon 
Simulation,  Inc.;  (5)  instruments  and 
photographic  goods  and  materials  used 
in  their  manufacture,  between  points  in 
the  United  States,  under  continuing 
contracts  with  Surgikos,  Inc.  Condition: 
So  far  as  can  be  ascertained  from  the 
evidence  of  record  in  this  proceeding, 
W.T.S.  Enterprises,  Inc.,  is  a  non-carrier 
with  its  investments  and  functions 
primarily  related  to  transportation. 
Accordingly,  concurrently  with 
consummation  of  the  transaction  < 
authorized  in  this  proceeding,  W.T.S. 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  be  considered  a 
motor  carrier  within  the  meaning  of  49 
U.S.C.  11348.  It  will  therefore,  be  subject 
to  the  applicable  provisions  of  49  U.S.C. 
Subtitle  IV,  subchapter  in  of  chapter  111 
relating  to  reporting  and  accounting,  and 
of  49  U.S.C.  11302  relating  to  the 
issuance  of  securities. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31647  Filed  10-30-81;  8^15  am] 

BltUNO  CODE  7035-01-11 


[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-43] 

Motor  Carriers;  Lease  and  Interchange 
of  Vehicles 

Decided:  October  5, 1981. 

Shelton  Trucking  Service,  Inc.,  (MC- 
124887)  and  Argo  Trucking  Company, 
Inc.,  (MC-110878)  have  filed  a  petition 
for  waiver  of  Subpart  B  (§  1057.11  and 
§  1057.12)  of  the  Lease  and  Interchange 
of  Vehicles  Regulations  (49  CFR  Part 
1057)  with  respect  to  equipment 
augmented  between  them. 

Findings 

1.  Petitioners  are  commonly  controlled 
and  they  will  jointly  administer  a 
common  safety  program. 

2.  Petitioners  have  acceptable  fitness 
records. 

3.  Greater  economy  and  efficiency 
would  result  if  the  waiver  were  granted 
in  part. 

It  is  ordered 

1.  The  petition  of  Shelton  Trucking 
Service,  Inc.,  and  Argo  Trucking 
Company,  Inc.,  for  waiver  of  Subpart  B 
(§1057.11  and  §  1057.12)  is  granted, 
except  for  paragraph  (b)  of  §  1057.11, 
with  respect  to  equipment  augmented 


between  them,  provided  petitioners  or 
their  authorized  representatives  agree  in 
writing  that  the  lessee  shall  have  control 
and  responsibility  for  operating  the 
equipment  from  &e  time  lessee  acquires 
the  equipment  until  possession  is 
returned  to  the  lessor  or  the  equipment 
is  interchanged  with  another  authorized 
carrier,  and  a  receipt  as  required  by 
paragraph  (b)  of  §  1057.11  is  furnished  to 
the  lessor,  and  a  copy  of  the  agreement 
is  carried  on  the  vehicle  while  the 
equipment  is  in  the  lessee’s  possession. 

2.  The  waiver  granted  in  this  decision 
does  not  affect  the  application  of  the 
leasing  regulations  to  a  lease  between 
an  owner-operator  and  the  lessor 
carrier. 

By  the  Commission  Motor  Carrier  Leasing 
Board,  Board  members  J.  Warren  McFarland, 
Robert  S.  Turkington,  and  John  H.  O’Brien. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

pnfl  Doc.  81-31652  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-28255  appearing  at  page 
47878  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday, 
September  30, 1981,  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  page  47881,  in  the  second  column, 
under  MC 158033,  application  of  Crown 
Transportation  Delivery  Service,  Inc.,  in 
the  first  line,  “MC  158033’’  should  have 
read  “MC  158003.” 

BILUNO  CODE  1S0S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100,252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 
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Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  This 
presumption  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  become  unopposed], 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  'The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
*  in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
,  other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  imless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman’s  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

Volume  No.  OPI-29 

Decided:  October  27, 1981, 


By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC 145210  (Sub-11),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  HOLl^EL  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  18  Hackensack  Ave.,  South 
Kearny,  N)  07032.  Representative: 

Edward  J.  Kiley,  1730  M  St,  NW,  Suite 
501,  Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  296- 
2900.  Transporting  for  or  on  behalf  of  the 
U.S.  Government  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions], 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  157021,  filed  October  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  VASIUOS  N.  TATSIS,  d.b.a. 
ALPHA  COURIER  AND  DEUVERY 
SERVICE,  163  Birchwood  Rd., 
Manchester,  NH  03104.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Jauron,  40  Stark  St, 
Manchester,  NH  03101,  (603)  625-6464. 
Transporting  shipments  weighing  100 
pounds  or  less  if  transported  in  a  motor 
vehicle  in  which  no  one  package 
exceeds  100  pounds,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  158721,  filed  October  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  DALE  SCHELER  d.b.a.  DALE 
SCHELER  TRUCKING,  R.  T.  Box  333, 
Albany,  OR  97321.  Representative:  Dale 
Scheler  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  Olid  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs],  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  158730,  filed  October  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  ARKANSAS  FREIGHT 
BROKER,  INC.,  1600  East  Gregory,  North 
Little  Rock,  AR  72114.  Representative: 
Harry  E.  McDermott,  Jr.,  700  Union  Life 
Bldg.,  Little  Rock,  AR  72201,  (501)  374- 
3773.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  158791,  filed  October  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  NATIONWIDE  FREIGHT 
COORDINATORS,  INC.,  133  Center  St, 
Grayslake,  IL  60030.  Representative: 
lames  M.  Bums,  1383  Main  St.,  Suite  413, 
Springfield,  MA  01103,  (413)  781-8205. 

As  a  broker  of  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods),  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  158820,  filed  October  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  DRY  STORAGE 
CORPORATION,  2005  West  43rd  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60609.  Representative: 
Robert ).  Gallager,  1000  Connecticut 
Ave.,  NW.,  Suite  1200,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  785-0024.  As  a  broker  of 
general  commodities  (except  household 
goods),  between  points  in  die  U.S. 


Volume  No.  OPY-2-206 
Decided:  October  22. 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  158782,  filed  October  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  R.  WILBUR  SMITH  h  CO., 
INC.,  d.b.a.  R.  W.  SMITH  &  CO.,  INC., 
1314  Texas  Ave.,  Houston,  TX  77002. 
Representative:  Robert  G.  Garcia  (same 
address  as  applicant],  713-224-9921.  As 
a  broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  158653,  filed  October  6. 1981. 
Applicant:  U^EN  D.  KAIS^,  Route  2 
2725  Preston  North,  Frisco,  TX  75034. 
Representative:  William  Sheridan,  P.O. 
Drawer  5049,  Irving,  TX  75062,  (214)  255- 
6279.  Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  158642,  filed  October  6. 1981. 
Applicant:  PAULETTA  D.  SEAMON, 
d.b.a.  NORTH  WAY  DISPATCH.  1163 
North  Way,  North  Bend.  OR  97459. 
Representative:  Pauletta  Seamon  (same 
as  applicant),  (503)  756-5997.  As  a 
broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  143032  (Sub-45),  filed  October  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  WALCO  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  3112  Truck  Center  Dr.,  Duluth,  MN 
55806.  Representative:  James  B. 

Hovland,  525  Lumber  ^change  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  612-346-0808. 
Transporting  for  and  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  Government  genera/ 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-5-184 

Decided:  October  23, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Ktock,  loyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC  145849  (Sub-8),  filed  October  13, 
1981.  Applicant  CHARLES  K.  MONIN 
AND  JOSEPH  E.  MONIN,  d.b.a.  MONIN 
TRUCKING,  300  West  John  Rowan 
Blvd.,  Bards  town,  KY  40004. 
Representative:  Mark  R.  Feather.  1600 
Citizens  Plaza,  Louisville,  KY  40202, 
502-586-5400.  Transporting,  for  and  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  Government, 
general  commodities  (except  used 
household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials,  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
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MC 158689,  filed  October  9. 1981. 
Applicant  K  &  K  TRUCKING.  2805  2nd 
Ave.  South,  Great  Falls,  MT  59405. 
Representative:  Arly  Koetitz  (same 
address  as  applicant),  406-45^2290. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs],  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

Md  158749,  filed  October  13, 1981. 
Applicant  PARCEL  DELIVERY  QUICK, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  57746,  Webster,  TX 
77598.  Representative:  Mike  Cotten,  P.O. 
Box  1148,  Austin,  TX  78767,  (512)  472- 
8800.  Transporting  shipments  weighing 
too  pounds  or  less  if  transported  in  a 
motor  vehicle  in  which  no  one  package 
exceeds  100  pounds,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  158768,  filed  October  13, 1981. 
Applicant  BOB  G.  CARR,  Rt  8,  Box  215, 
Churdi  Road,  Yakima,  WA  98908. 
Representative:  Donna  Carr  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (509)  966-5724. 
Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs],  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  158769,  filed  October  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  CARL  E.  JONES,  7414  Hazel 
Dell  Ave.,  P.O.B.  C-002,  Vancouver,  WA 
98665.  Representative:  Carl  E.  Jones 
(same  as  applicant),  (206)  695-6076.  As  a 
broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods]  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovidi, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  m-31650  Filed  10-30-81: 8;4S  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  703S-01-M 


[Permanent  Auttiority  Dedeions  Volume 
No.  189] 

Motor  Carriers;  Restriction  Removals; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  October  27, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR  Part  1137. 
Part  1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  firom  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 


Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applicants  may  have  been 
modified  prior  to  publication  to  conform 
to  the  special  provisions  applicable  to 
restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  imduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  fil^ 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  begiiming  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Ewing,  and  Shaffer. 
Agatha  L.  Metgenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  6801  (Sub-12)X,  published  July  27, 
1981  and  September  3, 1981  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  G.  H. 
HARNUM,  INC.,  867  Woburn  Ave., 
Wilimington,  MA  01887.  Representative: 
Frank  J.  Weiner,  15  Court  Sq.,  Boston,  . 
MA  02108.  Lead.  Subs  1.  3.  5,  6.  8,  9. 10 
and  11  certificates  and  E  letter  notices 
E2  and  E3  as  previously  noticed,  and,  in, 
addition  in  the  Lead,  broaden 
contractors  supplies  and  equipment  to 
“machinery,  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  metal  products,  lumber 
and  wood  products,  building  material, 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  rubber  and  plastic  products 
and  transportation  equipment”. 

MC  107107  (Sub-497)X,  filed  October 
9, 1981.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  12805 
Northwest  42nd  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  425, 
Opa  Locka,  FL  33054.  Representative: 
Donald  L  Stem,  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy 
Road,  Omaha,  68106.  Lead  and  Subs 
57. 108, 113,  205,  211,  225,  226,  245,  249, 
256,  259,  272, 274,  283,  292,  295,  296,  301, 
312,  328,  329,  331,  349,  352,  367,  378,  382, 
389,  399,  406, 407, 414,  431,  439,  440, 444, 
446,  456,  462,  465,  469,  475,  477,  478, 479, 
482, 484, 485, 486  and  487  certificates: 
Broaden:  (1)  to  radial  authority  (all  Subs 
except  Sub  482);  (2)  Lead:  Laurens  to 
Laurens  Co„  SC;  Anderson  to  Madison 
Co.,  IN;  Keyport  to  Monmouth  Co.  N); 
Oleon  to  Cattaraugus  CO,  NY;  Irontown, 
New  Lexington,  Canton  and  Zanesville 
to  Lawrence,  Perry,  Stark  and 
Muskingum  Cos.,  OH;  Bendersville, 
Lansdale,  Aspers  and  Morrisville  to 
Adams,  Montgomery  and  Bucks  Cos.. 
PA;  Daisy  to  Hamilton  Co.,  TN; 


Claymont  to  New  Castle  Com  DE; 
Salisbury  and  Pocomc^e  City  to 
Wicomo  and  Worcester  Cos.  MD;  Sub 
57,  South  Plainfield  to  Middlesex  Co^ 

NJ;  Sub  205,  Lexington  to  Dawson  Co., 

NE;  Sub  211,  Deerfield  to  Lake  County, 

IL;  Sub  225,  Hastings,  Crete  and  York  to 
Adams,  Saline  and  York  Cos.,  NE  and 
Carthage  to  Jasper  Co.,  MO;  Sub  226, 
Madison  and  Sioux  Falls  to  Lake  and 
Minnehaha  Cos.,  ED;  Sub  249,  High 
Springs,  to  Alachua  Co.,  FL;  Sub  256, 
Emporia  to  Lyon  Ca,  KS;  Sub  272, 
Worthington  to  Nobles  Co.,  MN;  Sub 
274,  Sterling  to  Whiteside  Co..  IL;  Sub 

295,  Darien  to  Walworth  Co.,  WL  Sub 

296,  Sioux  Falls  to  Minnehaha  Co.,  SD; 
Sub  301,  Monmouth  to  Warren  Co.,  IL; 

Sub  312,  Cherokee  to  Cherokee  Co.,  lA: 
Sub  328,  Belvidere  to  Boone  Co.,  IL;  Sub 
329,  Council  Bluffs,  lA  and  Omaha,  NE 
to  Pottawattamie  and  Milla  Cos.,  lA  and 
Sarpy.  Douglas  and  Washington  Cos., 

NE;  Sub  331,  Menden  to  Kearney  Co^ 

NE;  Sub  349,  Phelps  City  to  Phelps  Co.. 
MO;  Sub  378,  New  Albany  to  Floyd  Co., 
IN;  Sub  382,  Quincy  to  Adams  Co.,  IL; 

Sub  389,  Logansport  to  Cass  Co..  IN;  Sub 
406,  Cantonment,  Palatka  and  Yulee  to 
Escambia  and  Nassau  Cos.,  FL;  Sub  431, 
Elizabeth  to  Union  Co.,  NJ,  South 
Edmeston  and  Walton,  NY  to  Otsego 
and  Delaware  Cos.,  NY  and 
Hagerstown,  MD  to  Washington  Co., 

MD;  Sub  444,  St  Marys  to  Camden  Co., 
GA;  Sub  446,  Hialeah  to  Dade  Co.,  FL; 
Sub  462,  Burlington  to  Racine  Co^  WI; 
Sub  469,  Carteret  to  Middlesex  Co.,  NJ; 
Sub  477,  Nashville  to  Davidson  Co^  TN; 
Loudon,  Ripley  and  Pulaski  to  Loudon, 
Lauderale  and  Giles  Cos.,  TN;  Sub  478, 
Newark  to  New  Castle  Co.,  DE;  Sub  482, 
Fort  Smith  to  Sebastian  Co.,  AR; 
Bardstown,  KY  to  Nelson  Co.,  Ky;  and 
Sub  485,  Gariand,  TX  to  Dallas  Co^  TX; 
(3)  fish,  poultry,  (Sub  108),  meats  and 
packinghouse  products,  (Subs  205,  226, 
256,  272,  274,  296,  301,  312,  331,  349,  352, 
and  389);  frozen  foods,  frozen  prepared 
foods.  (Subs  211,  225,  259,  295,  328,  329, 
and  382);  foodstuffs,  prepared  foodstuffs, 
(Subs  378, 407, 462,  and  486);  salad 
dressings,  (Sub  283);  dairy  products. 

(Sub  296);  bananas  and  agricultural 
commodities,  (Sub  399);  and  dairy 
products  and  prepared  desserts,  (Sub 
431),  to  “food  and  related  products,” 
glass  containers,  and  marble  (lead)  to 
“clay,  glass  and  stone  products;” 
fertilizer  materials  (lead);  moulding 
compounds,  granulated  resins  and  liquid 
plastics,  (Sub  439);  epoxy  moulding 
compounds,  (Sub  469);  and  insoluable 
starch  xanthate,  (Sub  485),  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products”  gasoline  in  drums, 
and  lubricating  oils  and  greases  in 
drums  or  cans,  (lead),  to  “petroleum, 
natural  gas  and  their  products,”  tile. 
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(Sub  57):  aluminum  building  materials, 
(Sub  113):  aluminum  building  materials 
and  component  parts  thereof,”  (Sub  292), 
to  “building  materials:"  aluminum 
building  materials  and  aluminum 
specialty  buildings,  glazed  and 
unglazed,  and  component  parts  thereof, 
aluminum  furniture,  glazed  and 
unglazed,  and  aluminum  ladders,  (Sub 
245),  to  “metal  articles:”  plastic  pipe, 
plastic  fittings,  plastic  pellets,  plastic 
scrap,  and  bonding  cement,  (Sub  249): 
frozen  human  blood  plasma,  (Sub  367): 
paper  and  paper  products,  (Sub  406): 
paper  and  paper  articles,  (Sub  444): 
plastic  profiles,  (Sub  446):  automotive 
parts,  accessories  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  . 
manufacture  thereof,  (Sub  477):  and  from 
part  (1)  alcoholic  liquors  (Sub  482),  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  manufactured, 
used  or  distributed  by .  .  .  the  industries 
concerned:  (10)  remove  restrictions: 
immediately  prior  movement  by  water/ 
destined  to  points  in  Sub  399  originating 
at/destined  to  facility /point  (Subs  256, 
274,  312,  329,  349,  352,  378,  382,  and  389): 
against  hides,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
tank  vehicles,  (lead.  Subs  205,  249,  256, 
272,  274,  283,  301,  312,  331,  349,  352,  378, 
407,  431,  462,  465,  469,  475,  478,  479,  484, 
485, 486,  and  487):  requiring  use  of 
specific  types  of  equipment  (Subs  283, 
378,  431,  439,  446,  456,  and  469):  against 
interline  with  connecting  carriers  (Subs 
211,  272,  and  295):  requiring  mixed  loads 
(Subs  108,  399,  and  465). 

MC 111672  (Sub-17)X,  filed  October 

13. 1981.  Applicant:  R  &  M  TRUCK  LINE. 
INC.,  P.O.  BOX  422,  Oskaloosa,  lA 
52577.  Representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
600  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  Subs-1,  7, 11,  and  13F,  broaden  (1) 
to  “chemicals  and  related  products”, 
from  calcium  chloride  (Subs  1,  7  and  11): 
“rubber  and  plastic  products”,  from 
plastic  articles  (Sub-13)F:  (2)  Ludington 
to  Masson  County,  MI  (Sub-1): 
Oskaloosa  to  Mahaska  County,  lA  (Sub- 
7):  Midland  to  Midland,  Saginaw,  and 
Bay  Counties,  MI  (Sub-11):  Japan  to 
Franklin  County,  MO  (Sub-13)F:  (3)  to 
radial  authority  (all  Subs):  (4)  eliminate: 
originating  at  restriction  (Sub-7): 
facilities  restriction  (Sub-13F):  in  bags 
and  in  bulk  restrictions  (Subs-7  and  11). 

MC  116254  (Sub-329)X.  filed  October 

7. 1981.  Applicant:  CHEM-HAULERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  339,  Florence,  AL. 
Representative:  Fred  H,  Daly,  2550  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Suite  475,  Washington,  DC 
20037.  Subs-20,  44,  58.  64,  77. 121, 138, 
147, 162, 165, 166, 188, 190, 192, 193,  220, 
223,  224,  228,  230,  240,  264,  300,  301,  314 
and  327X.  Broaden  (1)  (a)  to  “clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products”  from: 
tripoli,  clay,  limestone,  lime,  sand  and 


gravel,  and  mixtures,  compounds  and 
products  (Sub-20):  clay,  in  bulk  (Sub-44): 
feldspar,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  etc. 
(Subs.  58  and  64):  (b)  “chemicals  and 
related  products”  from:  potash  and 
potash  compounds,  and  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  compounds,  dry,  in  bulk  (Sub- 
44):  anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk  (Sub- 
77):  liquid  chemicals  (exceptions)  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (Sub-162):  (c)  ^ 

“food  and  related  products”  from: 
animal  feed  ingredients,  dry,  in  bulk 
(Sub-44):  vegetable  oils  and  vegetable 
oil  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicle 
(Sub-193):  (d)  “waste  or  scrap  materials” 
from  aluminum  furnace  residue 
unsuitable  for  metal  extraction,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  (Sub-138):  (e)  “metal 
products,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufactiu'e 
thereof’  from:  recycled  non-ferrous 
metal  ingots,  slabs,  and  pigs  metal 
scrap,  aluminum  slag,  and  dross 
(exceptions)  (Sub-147):  alloys,  in  dump 
vehicles  (Sub-165):  aluminum  and 
aluminum  products  (Subs-192  and  264): 
iron  and  steel  articles  (Subs-223  and 
301):  aluminum  rods,  aluminum  plate, 
sheet,  wire,  fail  extrusions,  pipe  and 
fittings  (Subs-224  and  228):  iron  and 
steel  articles,  and  steel  tubing  (Sub-230): 
aluminum  articles  (Subs-240,  300,  and 
314):  (f)  “commodities  in  bulk”  from 
commodities  in  bulk  (with  exceptions) 
(Subs-121  and  166):  (g)  “textile  mill 
products,  apparel,  and  other  finished 
textile  or  knit  apparel”  from  textile  mill 
products  (Sub-327  paragraph  (9)):  (2) 
change:  a  Waterloo,  AL  and  points 
within  10  miles  of  Waterloo  to 
Lauderdale  and  Colbert  Counties,  AL, 
Tishomingo  County,  MS  and  Hardin 
County,  TN  (Sub-20):  Smithville  and 
Armory,  MS,  and  points  within  15  miles 
of  each  to  Monroe,  Chickasaw, 
Itawamba,  and  Lee  Counties,  MS:  Wales 
to  Giles  County,  TN:  Tupelo  to  Lee 
County,  MS:  Sheffield  and  Wilson  Dam 
to  Colbert  and  Lauderdale,  AL  (Sub-44): 
Monticello  to  Jasper  County,  GA  (Sub- 
58):  Selma  to  Jefferson  County,  MO 
(Sub-77):  Mt.  Pleasant  to  Maury  County, 
TN  (Sub-138):  Checotah  to  McIntosh 
County,  OK  (Sub-147):  Birmingham  to 
Jefferson  County,  AL:  Henderson  to 
Clark  County,  NV:  Fontana  and 
Pittsburgh  to  San  Bernardino  and  Contra 
Costa  Counties,  CA  (Sub-162):  Paducah 
to  McCracken  County,  KY  (Sub-166): 
Owensboro  to  Daviess  Coimty,  KY  (Sub- 
188):  Ripley  to  Tippah  County,  MS: 
Ochlockee  to  Thomas  County,  GA  (Sub- 
190):  Manual  to  Brazoria  County,  TX 
(Sub-192):  Gainesville  to  Hall  County, 
GA  (Sub-193):  Holt  to  Tuscaloosa 
County,  AL  (Sub-220):  Hamilton  and 
Middletown  to  Butler  County,  OH  (Sub- 


223):  Columbia  to  Maury  County,  TN: 
Hannibal  and  Omal  to  Monroe  County, 
OH:  Jackson  to  Madison  County,  TN: 
Madison  and  Murphysboro  to  Madison 
and  Jackson  Counties,  IL:  Florence  to 
Lauderdale  County,  AL:  luka  and 
Gulfport  to  Tishomingo  and  Harrison 
Counties,  MS  (Sub-224):  Terre  Haute  to 
Vigo  County,  IN  (Sub-228):  Carterville 
and  Tallapoosa  to  Bartow  and  Haralson 
Counties,  GA  (Sub-230):  Ravenswood  to 
Jackson  County,  WV  (Sub-240): 

Fairmont  to  Marion  County,  WV  (Sub- 
264):  Eastman  to  Dodge  County,  GA 
(Sub-300):  Mt.  Holly  to  Berkeley  County, 
SC  (Sub-314):  (3)  to  radial  (all  subs 
except  Subs-121, 147,  300,  and  327):  (4) 
remove  (a)  facility  restrictions  (Subs-77, 
147, 165, 166, 188, 193,  220,  223,  224,  240, 
300,  and  314):  (b)  rail  and  water 
restriciton  (Sub-121):  (c)  originating  at 
and  destined  to  restriction  (Subs-147, 

166,  224,  and  228):  (d)  restrictions 
against  the  transportation  of  shipments: 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  to  Houston  TX 
and  points  in  TX  within  50  miles  of 
Houston  (Sub-20):  moving  to  or  from 
Kingsport  TN  and  points  in  the 
Kingsport,  TN  Commercial  Zone  (Sub- 
44):  petroleum  products  from 
Guntersville,  (Sub-121):  to  or  from 
Steele,  AL,  New  Johnsville  and 
Clarksville,  TN,  and  in  dump  vehicles 
(Sub-147):  acids  and  chemicals  destined 
to  St.  Louis,  MO  and  East  St.  Louis,  IL 
and  their  commercial  zones,  dry  bulk 
commodities  destined  to  East  Liverpool, 
Vancoran,  and  Portsmouth,  OH,  Graham 
WV,  Charleston,  SC,  Theodore,  AL, 
Jacl^son,  TN  and  Newport  Ness,  VA 
(Sub-166). 

MC  127346  (Sub-lO)X,  filed  October 

21, 1981.  Applicant:  HALL’S  FAST 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  330  Oak  Tree 
Ave.,  South  Plainfield,  NJ  07080. 
Representative:  Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450 
Seventh  Ave.  New  York,  NY  10123.  Sub 
9:  Broaden  general  commodities  (with 
the  usual  exceptions)  to  “general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)”. 

MC  147007  (Sub7)X.  filed  October  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  EVERFRESH 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  6431 
East  Palmer,  Detroit,  MI  48211. 
Representative:  John  S.  Barbour,  2711 
East  Jefferson,  Detroit,  MI  48207.  Sub- 
No.  6  permit:  broaden  frozen  citrus  juice 
concentrates,  in  containers,  to  “food  and 
related  products”. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31654  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am) 
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Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-28852  appearing  at  page 
49005  in  the  issue  for  Monday,  October 
5, 1981,  make  the  following  correction: 

On  page  49011,  in  the  second  column, 
under  MC 148676  (Sub-4),  application  of 
R.  I.  Peterson,  Inc.,  in  the  eleventh  line. 
“NE,  ND"  should  have  read  "NE,  NM. 
ND." 

BIUING  CODE  150S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  fiom 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preluninarly,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  This 
presumption  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  imder  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 


be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  widi  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
imopposed  applications  involvin^ew 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  odierwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract". 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman’s  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

Volume  No.  OPl-290 

Decided:  October  27, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
members  Parkers,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

W-1340,  filed  September  24, 1981. 
Applicant  PUMSOLL  MARINE,  INC., 
One  Canal  Place,  Suite  2208,  New 
Orleans,  LA  70130.  Representative:  Lars 
Riise,  One  Canal  Place,  P.O.  Box  2453, 
New  Orleans.  LA  70130,  70176,  (504) 
524-0611.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  water,  by  towing  vessels  in 
the  transportation  of  LASH  and  Seabee 
barges  (loaded  €uid  empty),  in  the 
performance  of  general  towage,  between 
the  ports  and  points  on  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  including  the  Gulf  Intracoastal 
Waterway,  by  way  of  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  the  Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway 
and  connecting  and  tributary  waterways 
(excluding  the  Mississippi  River  above 
St.  Louis,  MO). 

Note. — ^This  application  contemplates 
operations  wluch  should  result  in  decreased 
energy  consumption  in  comparison  with 
existing  energy  consumption  in  the  affected 
area.  To  the  extent  traffic  will  be  diverted 
horn  existing  transportation  modes,  greater 
energy  efficiencies  may  be  obtained  without 
disruption  to  existing  patterns  of  energy 
distribution  ot  to  development  of  energy 
resources.  The  application  is,  in  all  respects, 
consistent  with  prevailing  goals  and 
objectives  of  the  National  Energy  Policy. 

MC  9291  (Sub-21),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  CAJRROL  BALL 
TRANSPORT.  INC,  P.O.  Box  53. 
Centerville,  KS  66014.  Representative: 
Clyde  N.  Christey,  Ks  Credit  Union 


Bldg.,  1010  Tyler,  Suite  llOL,  Tope^  KS 
66612.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  supermaiicets  and 
discount  stores  and  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  KS  and  OK. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MT,  WY,  CO,  NM,  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS.  OK,  TX.  MN.  lA,  MO.  AR.  LA.  WL 
IL.  MS,  AL.  TN.  KY,  IN,  OH,  MI  and  GA 

MC  31151  (Sub-3),  filed  October  9, 

1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  QUENTIN 
FARRIS.  d.b.a.  FARRIS  TRUCK  LINE, 
P.O.  Box  528,  Daisetta,  TX  77533. 
Representative:  Harold  O.  Orlofske,  145 
W.  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Neenah,  WI 54956, 
(414)  722-2848.  Transporting  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Liberty 
County,  TX.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  OK. 

MC  111941  (Sub-40),  filed  October  14. 
1981.  Applicant:  PIERCETON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
233,  Laketon,  IN  46943.  Representative: 
Andrew  K.  light  1301  Merchants  Plaza^ 
East  Tower,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204-3491, 
(317)  636-1301.  Transporting  metal 
products,  between  those  points  in  IN  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  40,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR,  DE,  FL,  GA  IL,  IN.  lA.  KS.  KY.  LA, 
MD.  MI,  MN.  MO.  MS.  NJ,  NY.  NC.  OH. 
OK,  PA  SC.  ’TN.  TX,  VA  WV,  WI,  and 
DC. 

MC  113751  (Sub-54),  filed  October  13. 
1981.  Applicant:  HAROLD  F.  DUSHEK, 
INC.,  10th  and  Columbia  Streets, 
Waupaca,  WI  54981.  Representative: 
James  A  Spiegel,  Olde  Towne  Office 
Park,  6333  Odana  Road,  Madison,  WI 
53719,  (608)  273-1003.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  paper  and  paper 
products,  between  the  facilities  used  by 
International  Paper  Company  in  the 
U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  £md.  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
ND.  SD.  NE.  CO.  OK.  and  TX. 

MC  127651  (Sub-71),  filed  October  13. 
1981.  Applicant:  EVERETT  G.  ROEHL, 
INC.,  East  29th  Street,  Box  7,  Marshfield. 
WI  54449.  Representative:  Richard  A 
Westley,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite  100, 
P.O.  Box  5086,  Madison,  WI  53705-0086. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  and  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  MN,  WI 
and  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  ML  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 

MC  128761  (Sub-4),  filed  October  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  RICHARD  M. 
GODFR^,  8530  Kingscove  Dr^  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84121.  Representative: 
Irene  Warr,  Ste.  280,  311  S.  State  St,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84111,  (801)  531-130a 
Transporting  transportation  equipment. 
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between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(8)  with  Cyclewise 
Yamaha  Incorporated  of  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT,  and  Cyclewise  Yamaha  of  Orem 
Incorporated,  of  Orem,  UT. 

MC 134011  (Sub-l),  filed  October  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  LEON  H.  PENN,  d.b.a. 
PENN  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  Route  3, 
Box  112,  Cordele,  GA  31015. 
Representative:  F.  Lee  Champion  III, 

P.O.  Box  2525,  Columbus,  GA  31902. 
Transporting  (1)  plumbing,  heating  and 
cooling  equipment,  accessories, 
supplies,  and  fixtures,  between  points  in 
MI,  OH,  and  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Winston  County, 
AL,  Crisp  County,  GA,  and  Marion 
County,  FL,  and  (2)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturer 
and  distributor  of  billiard  supplies, 
between  points  in  Bibb  Coimty,  GA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  FL,  MI,  NC,  SC,  and  OH. 

MC  134820  (Sub-13),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  S.  ALBRIGHT,  INC., 
6640  Ellis  Ave.  South,  P.O.  Box  81025, 
Seattle,  WA  98108.  Representative: 

James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM  Bldg., 

Seattle,  WA  98101,  (206)  624-2832. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Associated 
Grocers,  Inc.,  of  Seattle,  WA. 

MC  138000  (Sub-97),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  H.  FULTON, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  99,  Stephens  City,  VA 
22655.  Representative:  Charles  E. 
Creager,  1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD  21740,  (301) 
797-6060.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives  and  household  goods), 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  KS,  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  138100  (Sub-5),  filed  August  31, 
1981.  and  previously  noticed  in  Federal 
Register  issue  of  September  23, 1981. 
Applicant:  MELLOW  TRUCK  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  23725,  Tigard,  OR  97223. 
Representative:  Peter  H.  Glade,  One  SW 
Columbia,  Suite  555,  Portland,  OR  97258, 
(503)  227-1681.  Transporting  building 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
between  points  in  OR,  WA,  CA,  ID,  NV, 
AZ,  UT,  CO,  NM,  WY,  MT,  ND,  SD,  KS, 
OK,  TX,  and  NB. 

Note.— This  republication  includes  supplies 
in  the  commodity  description. 

MC  146451  (Sub-38),  Hied  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  WHATLEY-WHITE, 
INC.,  211  Murray  Road,  Dothan,  AL 
36303.  Representative:  William  K. 
Martin,  P.O.  Box  2069,  Montgomery,  AL 
36197,  (205)  262-1671.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  deHned 
by  the  Commission,  conunodities  in 


bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  (1)  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  LA,  MO,  OK 
and  TX,  and  (2)  those  points  in  the  U.S. 
in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  OK  and  TX, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CA  and  AZ.  Condition:  The 
person  or  persons  who  appear  to  be 
engaged  in  common  control  of  another 
regulated  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A)  or 
submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary  to  the 
Secretary’s  office.  In  order  to  expedite 
issuance  of  any  authority  please  submit 
a  copy  of  the  affidavit  or  proof  of  filing 
the  applications  for  common  control  to 
team  1,  room  6354. 

MC  147771  (Sub-6),  filed  October  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  RALPH  J. 

MARQUARDT  &  SONS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1040,  Yankton,  SD  57078. 

Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501,  (402)  475- 
6761.  Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  building  materials,  textile  mill 
products,  metal  products  and 
machinery,  between  points  in  Yankton 
County,  SD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  150951,  filed  October  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  CRANSTON  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  1381  Cranston  St., 

Cranston,  RI 02920.  Representative:  Paul 
M.  Overton  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(401)  943-4800.  Transporting  textile 
goods,  between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Kenyon 
Piece  Dye  Work  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Kenyon,  RI, 

MC  152680,  filed  October  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALLIANCE  FREIGHTWAYS, 
INC.,  905  Mateo  Ave.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90021.  Representative:  W.  G.  Reese  III, 
315  W.  Victoria,  Gardena,  CA  90248, 

(213)  538-3622.  "Transporting  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  and  printed 
matter,  between  San  Francisco,  CA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  NY,  PA,  NJ,  and  IL. 

MC  152920  (Sub-1),  filed  October  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  &  R.T.,  INC.,  d.b.a.  R 
&  K  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  22724,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63147.  Representative: 

Wayne  E.  Klinckhardt,  378  Scenic  Drive, 
St.  Louis,  MO  63137,  (314)  888-7027. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  MO  and  IL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK,  HI,  ID,  NE.  NM,  ND. 
MT,  SD.  and  WY). 

MC  153191,  filed  October  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  SANTERRE  SERVICE.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6174,  Duluth,  MN  55806. 
Representative:  Andrew  R.  Clark,  1600 


TCF  Tower,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402, 

(612)  333-1341.  Transporting  mo/f 
beverages,  between  point  in  Milwaukee 
County,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Lake.  St.  Louis, 

Itasca,  and  Koochiching  Counties.  MN. 

MC  154401,  filed  October  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRI-STAR 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  44 
Southbridge  St.,  Auburn,  MA  01501. 
Representative:  David  M.  Marshall,  101 
State  St.,  Suite  304,  Springfield,  MA 
01103,  (413)  733-1721.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
distributors  of  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Atlas 
Distributing  Corp.,  of  Auburn,  MA,  and 
Williams  Distributing  Corp.,  of 
Springfield,  MA. 

MC  157721  (Sub-1),  filed  October  7, 
1981.  Applicant:  LORENZ  BUS 
SERVICE,  INC.  8600  Xylite  St..  N.E., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55434.  Representative: 
Samuel  Rubenstein,  P.O.  Box  5, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55440  (612)  542-1121. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  points  in  MN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  CO.  lA,  IL,  IN.  KS,  MI,  MN,  MO,  MT, 
ND,  SD,  TX,  WI.  and  WY. 

MC  158631,  filed  October  5, 1981. 
Applicant:  INDEPENDENT  CON-TRACT 
CARRIERS,  6632  Sunnyslope  Dr., 
Sacramento,  CA  95828.  Representative: 
George  Raymond,  Trans  Steel  Financial 
Corporation,  7080  Florin  Perkins  Rd., 
Sacramento,  CA  95828,  (916)  381-3430. 
Transporting  (1)  prefabricated  buildings, 
and  (2)  such  commodities  as  are  used  in 
the  manufacture,  distribution,  and 
erection  of  prefabricated  buildings, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Com-Struct 
International,  Division  of  Carlsberg 
Corporaton,  of  Sacramento,  CA. 

MC  158701,  filed  October  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  THOMAS  MOBILE  HOME 
REPAIR  &  SALES  SERVICE.  INC.,  955 
Farr  Rd.,  Columbus,  GA  31903. 
Representative:  C.  E.  Walker,  P.O.  Box 
1085,  Columbus,  GA  31902,  (404)  323- 
2418.  Transporting  mobile  homes, 
between  points  in  Muscogee, 
Chattahoochee  and  Harris  Counties. 

GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL. 

MC  158781,  filed  October  15, 1981, 
Applicant:  ASSOCIATED  DEUVERY 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  5240  W  83rd  St..  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90045.  Representative:  Jim 
Cain  (same  address  as  applicant),  (213) 
776-6116.  Transporting  machinery, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(8)  with  (1)  Arkansas 
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Tractor  Corporation,  of  West  Memphis, 
AR;  and  (2)  Hydranautics,  of  Goleta, 

GA. 

MC 158801,  filed  October  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  J.  N.  CEAZAN  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  1113  E.  230th  St.,  Carson, 

CA  90745.  Representative:  Earl  N.  Miles, 
3704  Candlewood  Dr.,  Bakersfield,  CA 
93306,  (213)  872-1106.  Transporting  (1) 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  distributors  of  automobile  tires, 
and  (2)  such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
or  used  by  distributors  of  floor 
coverings,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Riken 
American,  of  Carson,  CA  in  (1)  above, 
and  (a)  Armline,  Inc.,  of  City  of  Industry. 
CA  and  (b)  Tri-West,  LTD,  of  Cerritos, 
CA  in  (2)  above. 

MC  158810,  filed  October  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  CHICAGO  &  COASTAL 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  5938  Stumph 
Rd.,  RM.  #318,  Parma,  OH  44130. 
Representative:  Kenneth  E.  Norton,  P.O. 
Box  81395,  Cleveland,  OH  44181,  (216) 
884-5675.  Transporting /oocf  ond  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Stouffer  Foods  Corporation,  of  Solon, 
OH. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-205 

Decided:  October  22, 1981. 

By  the  Conunission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  98832  (Sub-4),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applic£uit:  TI^  HARBOR 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  30 
Waterft-ont  St.,  New  Haven,  CT  06511. 
Representative:  Sidney  L  Goldstein,  109 
Church  St.,  New  Haven,  CT  06510. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  household 
goods),  between  points  in  CT,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Duchess,  Putnam,  Westchester  and 
Albany  Counties,  NY,  CT,  MA,  and  RI. 

MC  107403  (Sub-1349),  filed  October 
13, 1981.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC.,  10 
W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant),  (215) 
259-9800.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
and  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Standard  Oil  Company  of  Ohio,  of 
Cleveland,  OH,  and  its  wholly  owned 
subsidiaries,  B.P.  Oil,  Inc.,  Old  Ben  Coal 
Co.,  Vistron  Corporation,  Mountaineer 
Carbon  Co.,  and  Sohio  Petroleum  Co. 

MC  116212  (Sub-15),  filed  October  15, 
1981.  Applicant:  EYRE  BUS  SERVICE, 
INC.,  15910  Union  Chapel  Rd., 
Woodbine,  MD  21797.  Representative: 


L.C.  Major,  Jr.,  Suite  400  Overlook  Bldg, 
6121  Lincolnia  Rd.,  Alexandria,  VA 
22312,  703-705-1112.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  over 
regular  routes,  (1)  Between  Moimt  Airy, 
MD,  and  Washington,  DC:  from  Mount 
Airy  over  MD  Hwy  27  to  junction  MD 
Hwy  108,  at  or  near  Damascus,  MD,  then 
over  MD  Hwy  108  to  junction  MD  Hwy 
124,  then  over  MD  Hwy  124  to  junction 
Sundown  Road,  then  over  Sundown 
Road  to  junction  Brink  Road,  then  over 
Brink  Road  to  junction  Goshen  Road, 
then  over  Goshen  Road  to  junction 
Wightman  Road,  then  over  Wightman 
Road  to  junction  Montgomery  Village 
Avenue,  then  over  Montgomery  Village 
Avenue  to  Lost  Knife  Road,  then  over 
Lost  Knife  Road  to  Odenend  Hall 
Avenue,  then  over  Odenend  Hall 
Avenue  to  Russell  Avenue,  then  over 
Russell  Avenue  to  Montgomery  Village 
Avenue,  then  over  Montgomery  Village 
Avenue  to  junction  Quince  Orchard 
Road,  then  over  Quince  Orchard  Road 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  270,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  270  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  495,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  495 
to  junction  MD  Hwy  355,  then  over  MD 
Hwy  355  to  Washington,  DC  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intennediate  points  between  Mount  Airy 
and  the  junction  of  Interstate  Hwy  270 
and  Quince  Orcheird  Road,  at  or  near 
Gaithersburg,  MD,  and  (2)  between 
Lisbon,  MD,  and  the  junction  of  Brink 
Road  and  MD  Hwy  124,  west  of 
Laytonsville,  MD:  From  Lisbon  over  MD 
Hwy  144  to  junction  MD  Hwy  94,  then 
over  MD  Hwy  94  to  junction  MD  Hwy 
108,  at  or  near  Bootjack,  MD,  then  over 
MD  Hwy  108  to  junction  Brink  Road  and 
Sundown  Road,  in  Laytonsville,  then 
over  Brink  Road  to  junction  MD  Hwy 
124,  west  of  Laytonsville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

MC  120913  (Sub-2),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  A  &  P  TRANS.  INC.,  255 
Brigham  St.,  Marlboro,  MA  01752. 
Representative:  Ralph  Vigeant  (s6une  as 
applicant),  (617)  481-5333.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
MA  and  NH  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT.  MA,  ME.  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  RI  and  VT.  Condition:  Issuance  of 
this  certificate  is  subject  to  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation  of  applicant’s 
written  request  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
120913  Sub  1  issued  March  23, 1972. 

MC  121623  (Sub-l),  filed  September 
24. 1981.  Applicant:  BILL  H.  SEVERNS 
and  DENISE  SEVERNS  dba  RAVALU 
MOTOR  FREIGHT.  250  Corvallis  Rd.. 
Corvallis,  MT  50828.  Representative:  Bill 
H.  Sevems  (same  as  applicant),  (406) 


961-4434.  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives) 
between  Butte  and  Darby.  MT:  from 
Butte  over  Interstate  Hwy  90  to  jimction 
Interstate  Hwy  15,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  15  to  junction  MT  Hwy  43,  then 
over  MT  Hwy  43  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
93,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  93  at  Darby  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Anaconda,  Jackson,  Medicine 
Hot  Springs,  Conner,  U.S.D.A.  Job  Corp 
Center  and  the  West  Fork  Ranger 
Station  MT,  in  connection  with  carriers 
otherwise  authorized  regular-route 
operations. 

Note. — Carrier  seeks  to  interline  and  tack 
the  above-named  regular  authority  with  MC- 
121623. 

MC  139243  (Sub-5),  filed  October  15, 
1981.  Applicant:  RIVER  BEND 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY.  Sunset  Ave, 
North  Bend.  OH  45052.  Representative: 
David  F.  Boehm.  2208  Central  Trust 
Tower,  Cincinnati,  OH  45202,  513-621- 
1045.  Transporting  petroleum,  between 
points  in  Hamilton  County,  OH,  IN.  KY 
andWV. 

MC  141452  (Sub-7),  filed  October  13. 
1981.  Applicant:  INDUSTRIAL 
MOLASSES  COMPANY.  INC.,  6600 
France  Ave.  South,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55435.  Representative:  James  C. 
Hardman.  33  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60602,  (312)  236-5944.  Transporting 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Westway 
Trading  Corporation,  of  Englewood  Cliff, 
NJ 

MC  142603  (Sub-58),  filed  October  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS  OF  AMERICA,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  179,  Springfield,  MA  01101. 
Representative:  Tami  L  Quinlan  (same 
as  applicant),  (413)  732-6283. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Hallmark  Cards,  Inc.,  of 
Liberty,  MO. 

MC  143023  (Sub-4),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  CHI-WAUKEE  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1501  West  Pershing  Rd., 
Chicago,  EL  60609.  Representative: 
Donald  E.  Weishaar,  Suite  202, 1301 W. 
22nd  St.,  Oak  Brook,  IL  60521,  312-986- 
5855.  Transporting  cdreal  beverages, 
malt  beverages  and  carbonated 
beverages,  between  points  in  the  U.Sh 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Joe 
Triner  Corp.,  of  Chicago,  H- 

MC  144572  (Sub-63),  filed  October  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  MONFORT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  P.O. 
Box  G.  Greeley.  CO  80632. 
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Representative:  Stephen  K.  Kuhlmann, 
2600  Energy  Center,  717 17th  St.,  Denver, 
CO  80202,  (303)  892-6700.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  hardware  businesses 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s);with  Hardware 
Wholesalers,  bic.,  of  Fort  Wayne,  IN. 

MC 144682  (Sub-59),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  R.  STANLEY 
TRUCKING,  1738  Empire  Central, 

Dallas,  TX  75235.  Representative:  Edwin 
M.  Snyder,.  P.Oi  Box  45536,  Dallas,  TX 
75238,  214<-358-3341.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
food,  grocery,  department,  or  variety 
stores,  and  business  houses,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145773  (Sub-14),  filed  October  7, 
1981.  Applicant:  KIRK  BROS. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  800 
Vandermark  Rd.,  Sidney,  OH  45365. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614) 
228-1541.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
breweries,  between  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  LA,  MS,  and  TN. 

MC  147712  (Sub-40),  filed  October  13, 
1981.  Applicant  MID- WESTERN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  14625  S.  Carmanita 
Rd.,  Norwalk,  CA  90650.  Representative: 
Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  10  S.  LaSalle  St, 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)  263-1600. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  grocery  stores, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Shurfine- 
Central  Corporation,  of  Northlake,  IL. 

MC  149043  (Sub-6),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant  EASTERN  TANK 
LINES)  INC.,  5536  Brentlinger  Dr., 
Dayton,  OH  45141..  Representative:  H. 
Neil  Garson,  3251  Old  Lee  Highway, 
Fairfax,  VA  22030,  (703)  691-0900. 
Transporting  foodstuffs,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Beverage  Management  Inc.,  of 
Columbus,  OH 

MC  149553  (Sub-8),  filed  October  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  VALLEY 
TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1527,  Mission,  TX  78572. 
Representative:  D.  R.  Beeler,  P.O.  Box 
482,  Franklin,  TN  37064,  (615)  790-2510, 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  chain  grocery  and  food 
business  houses,  between  the  facilities 
of  Ralston  I*urina  Company,  at  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS.  OK,  and  TX;  and  (2)  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in 
Clinton  and  Lee  Counties,  lA,  and 
Tazewell  County,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  TX,  LA,  and 
AR. 


MC  151193  (Sub-17),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant  PAUL  TRUCKING 
corporation;  286  Homestead  Ave., 
Avenel,  NJ  07001.  Representative:. 
Michael  A.  Beam  (Isame  address  as 
applicant),  (201)' 499-3869.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  supermarkets,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  C.  F.  Mueller  Co.,  of  Jersey  City^h^. 

MC  154653  (Sub-l),  filed  October  14, 
1981.  Applicant  TRI-GAS  PROPANE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  465  (Md  Rt.  313  North), 
Federalsburg,  MD  21632.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Blades  (same  address  as 
applic€uit),  (301)  754-8184.  Transporting 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  between  points  in  DE,  MD, 

VA,  PA,  NY  and  NJ. 

MC  158782,  filed  October  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  DOLORES  H.  TREVlNOv 
d.b.a.  TREVINO  TOURS,  1121  N. 
Reymond  St.,  Las  Cruces,  NM  88001. 
Representative:  Dolores  H.  TrevinO’ 
(same  address  as  applicant],  (505)  523- 
7551.  Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Las  Cruces, 

NM,  and  extending  to  the  El  Paco 
International  Airport  at  El  Paso,  TX. 

MC  158772,  filed  October  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  JUDY  TENNYSON,  d.b.a. 
SILVER  STREAK  SERVICE  CO.,  Route 
1,  Box  337,  Vinton,  LA  70668. 
Representative:  Doyle  G.  Ownes,  3965 
Phelan  Blvd.,  Suite  209,  Beaumont,  TX, 
77707,  (713)  835-6313.  Transporting  oil 
field  equipment,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Ideco  Division  of  Ih^sser  Industries, 

Inc.,  of  Beaumont,  TX. 

MC  158773,  filed  October  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  WHTTENER  LINES,  INC., 

P.O.  Box  6078,  Jewell  Station, 

Springfield,  MO  65801.  Representative: 
John  L.  Alfano,  5500  Mamaroneck  Ave., 
Harrison,  NY  10528,  (914J  835-4411. 
Transporting  y7oorc<7ven/jgs,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  W.  W.  Dealers  Supply 
d.b.a.  Western  Wholesale,  of  San 
Bernardino,  CA. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-307 

Decided:  October  23, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  107012  (Sub-743)  (Correction), 
filed  September  18, 1981,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  September 
29, 1981,  and  republished,  as  corrected, 
this  volume.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  Bruce 
W.  Boyarko  (same  as  applicant);  (219) 


429-2224.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  and  household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s]  witii  Dometic,  Inc.,  of 
Bloomington,  IL  and  its  subsidiaries. 

MC  136343  (Sub-238ji  filfed’ October  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
355,  Milton,  PA  17847.  Representative: 
Herbert  R.  Nurick,  P.O.  Box  1166, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108-1166,  (717)  232- 
8000.  Transporting  plastic  products, 
between  points  in  Dallas  Coimty,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA, 

MO,  AR,  and  LA. 

MC  145862  (Sub-1)  (Correction),  filed 
June  12, 1981,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  July  24, 1981,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  DON  T.FF.  SMITO  AND 
GILBERT  ERNEST  SOMERA,  d.b.a. 
SOMERA-SMTTH  TRANSPORTATION. 
1250  South  Wilson  Way,  Stocktom  CA 
95205.  Representative:  Sid  Cohen,  1939 
Harrison  St.,  Oakland,  CA  94612,  (415) 
893-6682.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  and  household  goods), 
between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,.  ID,  MT, 
NM,  NV,  OK.  OR,  TX,  WY,  UT  and  WA. 

Note:— The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  territorial  description. 

MC  146162  (Sub-9),  fifed  October  13. 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
EQUIPMENT  CORP.,  240 112th  St., 
Hammond,  IN  46320.  Representative: 
Joseph  Winter,  29  South  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)' 263-2306. 
Transporting  metal  products,  building 
materials,  transportation  equipment, 
and  such  commodities  as  are  used  in 
mining  and  energy  exploration  and 
production,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  149042  (Sub-2],  filed  October  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  JBT  SERVICES,  INC., 
2300  Algoma  Blvd.,  Oshkosh,  WI  54901. 
Representative:  Nancy  J.  Johnson,  103 
East  Washington  St.,  Box  218,  Crandon, 
WI  54520,  (715)  478-3341.  Transporting 
building  and  construction  materials, 
concrete  products,  and  metal  products, 
between  those  points  in  WI  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Hwy  51,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  MI,  MN,  lA,  IL,  OH, 
MO,  KS,  KT,  and  PA. 

MC  158603,  filed  October  5, 1981. 
Applicant:  JUPITER  CRUDE  OIL 
PURCHASERS,  1226  Furukawa  Way,. 
Santa  Maria,  CA  93454.  Representative: 
Earl  N.  Miles,  3704  Candlewood  Dr., 
Bakersfield,  CA  93306,  (805)  872-1106. 
Transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
architectural  aluminum  products, 
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between  points  in  Santa  Barbara 
County,  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AZ,  CO,  KY,  OR, 
TN,  TX,  and  WA,  and  (2)  Mercer 
Commodities,  between  points  in  CA, 

CO,  KS,  MT,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  SD,  UT, 
and  WY. 

Vokime  No.  OPY-3-200 

Decided:  October  26, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  65475  (Sub-51),  filed  October  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  JETCO,  INC.,  4701 
Eisenhower  Ave.,  Alexandria,  VA  22304. 
Representative:  J.  G.  Dail,  ]r.,  P.O.  Box 
LL,  McLean,  VA  22101,  (703)  893-3050. 
Transporting  (1)  metal  products,  (2) 
machinery,  (3)  building  materials,  (4) 
those  commodities  which  because  of 
their  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  handling  or  equipment,  and  (5) 
self-propelled  articles  each  weighing 
15,000 pounds  or  more,  between  points 
in  DE,  MD,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  PA,  VA,  WV 
and  DC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK  and  TX. 

MC  105984  (Sub-34),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  JOHN  B.  BARBOUR 
TRUCKLNG  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  577, 
Iowa  Park,  TX  76367.  Representative: 
Bernard  H.  English,  6270  Firth  Rd.,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76116,  (817)  731-8431. 
Transporting  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Poly 
Pipe  Industries,  Inc.  of  Gainesville,  TX. 

MC  114334  (Sub-97),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  BUILDERS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  3710 
Tulane  Rd.,  Memphis,  TN  38116. 
Representative:  Dale  Woodall,  900 
Memphis  Bank  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN 
38103,  (901)  525-6781.  Transporting 
metal  products  and  building  materials, 
(l)(a)  between  points  in  GA,  NC,  SC, 
and  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MS, 
MO,  OK,  TN  and  TX,  (b)  between  points 
in  TX,  OK  and  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN  and  MO, 
and  (c)  between  points  in  TX,  OK,  LA 
and  AR. 

MC  115865  (Sub-8),  filed  October  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  QUIMBY  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  807,  Hermiston,  OR 
97838.  Representative:  Lawrence  V. 
Smart,  Jr.,  419  N.W.  23rd  Ave.,  Portland, 
OR  97210,  (503)  267-2412.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
OR,  WA.  ID.  NV.  CO.  CA.  WY,  UT  and 
MT. 

MC  117765  (Sub-325),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  HAHN  TRUCK  UNE, 
INC.,  1100  S.  MacArthur,  P.O.  Box  75218. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73147. 


Representative:  R.  E.  Hagan  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (405)  M3-8533. 
Transporting  waterbed  frames  and 
mattresses,  between  points  in  Benton 
County,  AR.  Weld  Coimty,  CO,  and 
Green  County,  MO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OK. 

MC  123765  (Sub-17),  filed  October  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  BARRY  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  120  E.  National 
Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 53204. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  Alexander, 

710  N.  Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53203,  (414)  273-7410.  Transporting 
paper  and  related  products,  and 
packaging  materials,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Rexford  Paper  Company,  a  division 
of  Inland  Container  Corporation,  of 
Milwaukee,  WI. 

MC  125894  (Sub-25),  filed  October  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  J  &  R  SCHUGEL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  301  North  Water  St.. 
New  Ulm,  MN  56073.  Representative: 
Stephen  F.  Grinnell,  1600  TCF  Tower, 
Minneapolis.  MN  55402,  (612)  333-1341. 
Transporting  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  between  Chicago,  IL, 
and  points  in  Shelby  County,  TN  and 
Marshall  County,  WV,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Scott 
County,  MN. 

MC  129134  (Sub-4),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  AppUcant:  CARLYLE  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  d.b.a.  SAFEWAY  VAN  LINES,  600 
N.  Main  St.,  P.O.  Box  25,  Warrensburg, 
MO  64093.  Representative:  Gerald 
Moore  (same  address  as  applicant), 

(816)  747-8128.  Transporting  (1) 
household  goods,  between  points  in  MO, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.,  (2)  packaging 
materials,  between  points  in  MO,  KS, 
lA,  and  NE,  (3)  yard  and  garden  supplies 
and  equipment,  between  points  in  LA, 
MO,  WI.  IL,  TN.  and  TX.  (4) 
transportation  equipment,  between 
points  in  TN,  IL,  MS.  SD.  SC,  IN.  MI.  KY, 
AL,  AR,  CA.  NC.  OH,  VA,  GA,  KS.  TX. 
DE,  NY.  WV,  FL.  MO,  NJ,  and  PA,  (5) 
machinery,  between  points  in  IL,  lA, 

CO,  NE,  MO,  and  TN,  (6)  farm  and  feed 
lot  equipment,  between  points  in  IL,  LA, 
CO,  NE,  MO,  and  TN,  and  (7)  train  order 
and  highway  crossing  signals,  between 
points  in  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  135824  (Sub-6),  filed  October  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  KLAPEC  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  R.D.  L,  673  N. 
Seneca  St.,  Oil  City,  PA  16301. 
Representative:  John  P.  McMahon,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614) 
228-1541,  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contracts  with 
Electralloy  Corporation,  of  Oil  City,  PA, 


and  Kokomo  Tube  Company,  of  Peru, 

IN. 

MC  142364  (Sub-52),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  KENNETH  SAGELY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  368, 
Van  Buren,  AR  72956.  Representative: 
Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box  1065, 

Fayetteville,  AR  72702,  (501)  521-8121, 
Transporting  containers,  between  points 
in  Tulsa  County,  OK,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR. 

MC  143645  (Sub-5),  filed  October  18. 
1981.  Applicant:  R.  B.  RAINES,  SR,  AND 
WILLIAM  RAINES,  d.b.a.  R  &  R 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  209,  Princeton,  LA 
71067.  Representative:  Edwin  M.  Snyder, 
P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245. 
Transporting  ores  and  minerals,  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  point  in  LA  and  TX, 

MC  145194  (Sub-12),  filed  October  16. 
1981.  Applicant:  WOOSTER  MOTOR 
WAYS,  INC.,  1357  Mechanicsburg  Rd., 
P.O.  Box  436,  Wooster,  OH  44691. 
Representative:  David.  A.  Turano,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614) 
224-1541.  Transporting  plastic  products, 
and  paper  and  related  products, 
between  Elizabeth,  NJ  and  points  in 
Nassau  County,  FL,  Will  County,  IL,  and 
Fauquier  County,  VA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  point  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN,  and  AL. 

MC  146075  (Sub-11),  filed  October  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  TEXAS 
INTERMOUNTAIN 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  6161 W.  29th 
Place,  Wheatridge,  CO  80214. 
Representative:  Delbert  Ewing  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (303)  429-4065. 
Transporting  (1)  malt  beverages,  related 
advertising  materials,  empty  used 
beverage  containers,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  dealt  in  or  used  by 
breweries,  between  point  in  Jefferson 
County,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  point  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  LA,  ID, 
KS.  LA,  N’E,  NM.  NV,  MO.  MS.  MT.  OK. 
OR.  TN,  UT,  WA,  and  WY. 

MC  148035  (Sub-13),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  QUANDT  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE.  INC.,  2606  North  11th  St.. 
Omaha,  NE  68110.  Representative:  Arlyn 
L.  Westergren,  Suite  201, 9202  W.  Dodge 
Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68114,  (402)  397-7033. 
Transporting  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  point  in  Montgomery  County, 
LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
point  in  NE,  MO,  KS,  and  MN. 

MC  150885  (Sub-1),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  WHEELER, 

III,  Rural  Route  3,  Canton,  IL  81520. 
Representative:  Thomas  M.  O'Brien,  10 
S.  USalle  St..  Suite  1600,  (312)  263-1600. 
Transporting  (1)  machinery,  between 
point  in  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.,  (2)  coal  and 
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coal  products,  (3)  ores  and  minerals,  (4) 
clay,  concrete  or  stone  products,  and  (5) 
waste  or  scrap  materials  not  identified 
by  industry  producing,  between  points 
in  lA,  IL,  IN,  MI,  and  MO. 

MC 152395  (Sub-3),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  KRUEGER  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  1330  Bellevue  St.,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54308.  Representative:  Norman  A. 

Cooper,  145  W.  Wisconsin  Ave., 

Neenah,  WI  54956,  (414)  722-2848. 
Transporting  (1)  furniture  and  fixtures, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  W.G.  &  R. 
Furniture  Company,  of  Green  Bay,  WI, 
and  (2)(a)  lumber  and  wood  products, 
and  (b)  furniture  and  fixtures,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Warvel  Products,  Inc., 
of  Gillette,  WI. 

MC  156584,  filed  October  19, 1981. 
Applicant:  BELL  GUILL  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  83  Locust  Rd.,  Anderson, 
CA  96007.  Representative:  Jim  Pitzer,  15 
S.  Grady  Way,  Suite  321,  Renton,  WA 
98055,  (206), 235-1111.  Transporting 
building  materials,  wallboard, 
gypsumboard,  plywood,  and  paneling, 
between  points  in  CA,  OR,  and  NV. 

MC  157375  (Sub-1),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  WI^Y  HILL 
FOLIAGE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1642,  Eustis, 

FL  32726.  Representative:  Michael  ]. 
Wyngaard,  150  East  Gilman  St, 

Madison,  WI  53703,  (608)  256-7444. 
Transporting  (1)  chemicals  solutions,  (2) 
window  cleaners,  and  (3)  pulp,  paper, 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  MS,  and  TN. 

MC  157364,  filed  October  19, 1981. 
Applicant:  BENNY  WHITEHEAD,  Route 
#1,  Box  359  A,  Eufaula,  A1 36027. 
Representative:  Dixie  C.  Newhouse, 

1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Hagerstown, 

MD  21740,  (301)  797-6060.  Transporting 

foodstuffs,  and  [2\  beverages, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Ocean  Spray 
Cranberries,  Inc.,  of  Kenosha,  WI. 

MC  158655  (Sub-1),  filed  October  16, 
1981.  Applicant  GRAND  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  4750  Clyde  Paiic,  S.W.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan,  10  S.  LaSalle  St,  Suite  1600, 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)  263-1600. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
heating  and  air  conditioning  equipment 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Lear  Siegler, 
Inc.  of  Holland,  Ml. 

MC  158655  (Sub-2),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  AppUcant  GRAND  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  4750  Clyde  Park,  S.W.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan,  10  S.  LaSalle  St,  Suite  1600, 


Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)  263-1600. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  grocery,  drug,  and 
department  stdres,  between  points  in 
Kent  and  Wayne  Counties,  MI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  158655  (Sab-3)i  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant  GRAND  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  4750  Clyde  Park,  S.W.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan,  10  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  1600, 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)  263-1600. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
automobile  components  and  plastic  and 
metal  products,  between  points  in  Kent 
and  Barry  Counties,  MI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  158655  (Sub-4),  filed  October  19, 
1981.  Applicant  GRAND  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  4750  Clyde  Park,  S.W.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan,  10  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  1600, 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)  263-1600. 
Transporting  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  Kent 
County,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MO,  NY,  OH, 
PA,  and  WI. 

MC  158755,  filed  October  16, 1981. 
Applicant  IRELAND  FARM 
EQUIPMENTr  LTD.,  4814—49  St.,  P.O. 
Box  757,  Vermilion,  Alberta,  Canada 
TOB  4MO.  Representative:  Daniel  O. 
Hands,  205  W.  Touhy,  Suite  200-A,  Part 
Ridge,  IL  60068,  (312)  698-2235. 
Transporting  machinery,  between  the 
ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  £md  Canada,  at  points  in  MN  and 
ND,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MN  and  ND. 

MC  158824,  filed  October  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  ROBERT  E  TROY,  138  South 
First  St,  Catawissa,  PA  17820. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806 
Frick  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219,  (412) 
281-9494.  Transporting  (1)  metal 
products,  and  (2)  machinery,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Catawissa  Valve  & 
Fittings  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Catawissa,  PA. 

MC  158825,  filed  October  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  CONLEY  F.  GREEN  d.b.a. 
CONLEY  GREEN  TOURS,  1505  Downs 
Ave.,  Charlotte,  NC  28205. 
Representative:  Conley  F.  Green  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (704)  333-3619.  As 
a  broker  at  Charlotte,  NC,  in  arranging 
for  the  transporting  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  borage,  between 
points  in  NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.^. 

MC  158835,  filed  October  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  WEST  KENTUCKY  TOURS, 


INC.,  114  Center  SL,  Madisonville,  KY 
42431.  Representative:  Louis  J.  Amato, 
P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Ckeen,  ICy  42101, 
(502)  781-4446.  Transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  in  chculer  operations, 
between  points  in  Hopkins  County,  KY, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IN,  IL,  MO,  MI,  OH,  WV,  WI, 
TN,  and  DC. 

MC  158875,  filed  October  19, 1981. 
Applicant:  C  &  L  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1908  Stout  Field  West  Drive, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46241.  Representative: 
Robert  W.  Loser,  II,  1101  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N.  Meridian  St., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204,  (317)  635-2339. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  (1)  St.  Clair 
Warehouse  Corporation,  and  (2)  AAA 
Warehouse  Corporation,  both  of 
Indianapolis,  IN. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31648  Filed  10-30-61;  8:43  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-U 


Motor  Carrier;  Temporary  Auttwrity 
Application 

Correction  ' 

In  FR  Doc  81-28036  appearing  at  page 
47500  in  the  issue  for  Monday, 
September  28, 1981,  make  the  following 
correction  to  MC  154631  (Sub-1-7TA), 
application  of  Transport  Specialists, 
Inc.: 

On  page  47501,  in  the  first  column,  in 
the  fifth  line,  “UT’  should  have  read 
“VT.” 

BILUNQ  CODE  ISQS-OI-M 


Motor  Carriera;  Motor  Carrier 
Temporary  Authority  Application 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  10928  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  two 
(2)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  Regional  Office 
named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication  no  later  than  the  15th 
calendar  day  after  the  date  of  the  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  One 
copy  of  the  protest  must  be  served  on 
the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  identify  the 
operating  authority  upon  which  it  is 
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predicated,  specify  the  "MC”  docket  and 
“Sub"  number  and  quoting  the  particular 
portion  of  authority  upon  which  it  relies. 
Also,  the  protestant  shall  specifying  the 
service  it  can  and  will  provide  and  the 
amount  and  type  of  equipment  it  will 
make  available  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a 
protest  shall  be  governed  by  the 
completeness  and  pertinence  of  the 
Protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  fi^om  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  ICC 
Regional  Office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Note. — ^All  applications  seek  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 
Notice  No.  F-162 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  I:  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Regional 
Authority  Center,  150  Causeway  Street, 
Room  501,  Boston,  MA  02114. 

MC  142603  (Sub-1-27TA),  filed 
October  16, 1981.  Applicant: 

CONTRACT  CARRIERS  OF  AMERICA, 
INC.,  1071  Dwight  Street,  P.O.  Box  179, 
Springfield,  MA  01101.  Representative: 
Barbara  J.  Withers  (same  as  appliccuit]. 
Contact  carrier:  irregular  routes:  Paper 
and  paper  products,  ink,  copying 
machines,  tape,  computer  disc  packs, 
chemicals,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  t/>ereo/ between  points  in 
NH,  MA,  NY,  IL,  MO,  and  NE  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Nashua 
Corporation  of  Nashua,  NH.  Supporting 
shipper:  Nashua  Corporation,  44 
Frai^in  Street,  Nashua,  NH  03061. 

MC  158846  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  MONARCH 
MARKET  STREET  CORP.,  505  Long 
Beach  Blvd.,  Long  Beach,  NY  11561. 
Representative:  William  J.  Augello,  Esq., 
Augello,  Pezold  &  Hirschmann,  P.C.,  120 
Main  Street,  Huntington,  NY  11743. 
Trade  show  exhibits  and  displays 
between  all  points  in  the  U.S. 

Supporting  shipper:  NU  ERA,  360 
Avenue  V,  Brooklyn,  NY  11223;  Visual 
Fabrications,  In&,  511  Long  Beach  Road, 
Long  Beach,  NY  11561. 

MC  123601  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  E  &  F  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  445  Winding  Road,  Old  Bethpage, 
NY  11804.  Representative:  Roy  A. 
Jacobs,  Esq.,  550  Mamaroneck  Avenue, 


Harrison,  NY  10528.  Contact  carrier: 
irregular  routes:  Fabricated  metal 
products  between  points  in  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  NY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  MD, 
MA,  NJ,  PA,  and  lU,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Grumman  Energy 
Systems,  Co.,  of  Melville,  NY. 

Supporting  shipper:  Grumman  Energy 
Systems  Co.,  445  Broad  Hollow  Road, 
Melville,  NY  11748. 

MC  158384  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  October 

14. 1981.  Applicant:  P&H 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  Box  394, 
Bradford,  VT  05033.  Representative: 
James  M.  Bums,  1383  Main  Street,  Suite 
413,  Springfield,  MA  01103.  Petroleum, 
natural  gas  and  their  products  between 
points  in  Washington  County,  VT,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  CT,  ME,  MA,  NH,  NJ  and  NY. 
Supporting  shipper.  Rock  of  Ages 
Corporation,  Box  482,  Barre,  VT  05641. 

MC  158004  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  ADVANCED 
DELIVERY  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  16  Cross 
Highway,  Westport  CT  06880. 
Representative:  Gerald  A.  Joseloff,  410 
Asylum  Street  Hartford.  CT  06103.  Such 
merchandise  as  dealt  in  and  used  by 
retail  home  furnishing  and  appliance 
stores  between  Milford,  CT,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Westchester, 
Putnam  and  Dutchess  Counties,  NY, 

New  York.  NY.  CT.  MA.  RI.  VT,  and  NH 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Wayside  Furniture  Shops,  Ina  of 
Milford,  CT.  Supporting  shipper. 
Wayside  Furniture  Shops,  Inc.,  1650 
Boston  Post  Road.  Milford,  CT  06460. 

MC  158865  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  PINKERTONS, 

INC.,  100  Church  Street  New  York,  NY 
10007.  Representative:  Jerome  W.  Pope, 
Winston  &  Strawn,  One  First  Plaza, 

Suite  5000,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Non- 
negotiable  documents,  including  but  not 
limited  to  cancelled  checks,  microfilm 
and  microfiche  records,  data  processing 
documents  and  records,  and  financial 
institution  statements  and  letters, 
between  Scott  County.  lA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in  IL, 
those  points  in  IL  being  located  in  the 
area  west  of  IL  Route  47  and  north  of 
U.S.  Route  136.  Supporting  shipper(s]: 
There  are  12  statements  in  support  of 
this  application  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  Regional  Office  of  the  LC.C.  in 
Boston,  MA. 

MC  151193  {Sub-1-24TA).  filed 
October  15, 1981.  Applicant:  PAULS 
TRUCKING  CORPORATION.  286 
Homestead  Ave.,  Avenel,  NJ  07001. 
Representative:  Michael  A.  Beam  (same 
as  applicant).  Contract  carrier:  irregular 
routes:  (1}  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  sold  by  supermarkets 


(except  in  bulk):  (2)  Meat,  packing 
house  products  and  meat  by  products: 

(3)  Equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  businesses, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  between 
points  in  NJ.  NY,  CT,  PA,  MA,  IL,  LA  and 
WL  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Kenosha  Beef  International  and 
Birchwood  Meat  and  Provision 
Company.  Kenosha,  WI.  Supporting 
shippen  Kenosha  Beef  International  and 
BircWood  Meat  and  Provision  Co.,  A 
subsidiary  of  Kenosha  Bee  International 
P.O.  Box  639,  Kenosha,  WI  63141. 

MC  123233  (Sub-1-9TA),  filed  October 

15, 1981.  Applicant  PROVOST 
CARTAGE  INC.,  7887  Grenache  Street, 
Ville  d’ Anjou,  Quebec,  CD  HIJ 1C4. 
Representative:  Gilbert  G.  Beriault 
(same  as  applicant).  Sodium  aluminate, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  Ports 
of  Entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  U.S.  and  CD  located  in 
NY  to  Palatka,  FL  Supporting  shippen 
Handy  Chemical  Limited,  745  Ste-Rose, 
Laprairie,  Quebec,  CD  G5R 1Z2. 

MC  151941  (Sub-1-6  TA),  filed 
October  16, 1981.  Applicant:  DELMONT 
E.  HARTT,  INC.,  U.S.  Route  2,  P.O.  Box 
26,  Etna’,  ME  04435.  Representative:  John 
C.  Lightbody,  Esq.,  Murray,  Plumb  & 
Murray,  30  Exchange  Street,  Portland. 
ME  04101.  Dimension  lumber  from 
points  in  Washington,  Penobscot, 
Hancock  and  Aroostook  counties,  ME  to 
points  in  PA.  NJ.  NY,  MA,  CT. 

Cleveland.  OH,  Portsmouth,  St 
Johnsbury,  VT,  and  Westerly  and 
Providence,  RI.  Supporting  shippen 
Haskell  Lumber.  Inc.,  Lincoln  Center, 
ME;  Blackwell  Lumber  Mill,  Inc.,  East 
Corinth,  ME;  South  Branch  Lumber. 
Water  Street,  Howland,  ME;  R.  Leon 
Williams  Lumber  Co.,  E.  Eddington,  ME 
04428;  C.  H.  Vigue  &  Sons,  61  Halifax 
Street,  Winslow,  ME. 

MC  124328  (Snb-l-O  TA).  filed 
October  19, 1981.  Applicant  BRINK’S 
INCORPORATED,  Thomdal  Circle,  P.O. 
Box  1225,  Darien,  CT  06820. 
Representative:  Richard  H.  Streeter. 
Wheeler  &  Wheeler,  1729  H  St.,  N.W., 
Washington.  DC  20006.  Contract  carrier: 
irregular  routes:  Revenue  stamps  and 
other  valuable  documents  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  Restricted  to  traffic 
moving  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  the  Meyercord  Co.,  Carol  Stream, 
IL.  Supporting  shippen  The  Meyercord 
COn  365  E.  North  Ave.,  Carol  Stream,  IL 
60187. 

MC  148387  (Sub-1-8  TA).  filed 
October  21, 1981.  Applicant  SAf  J*., 
INC.,  166  Sitgreaves  St,  Phillipsburg,  NJ 
08865.  Representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone.  NJ  07934.  (1) 
Pipe  and  pipe  fittings,  and  (2)  materials. 
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equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  installation,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  the  facilities  used 
or  utilized  by  McWafie,  Inc.,  its 
subsidiaries,  divisions,  and  vendors,  at 
points  in  the  US,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  US. 

Supporting  shipper(s]:  Atlantic  States 
Cast  Iron  Pipe  Co.,  Division  of  McWane, 
Inc.,  183  Sitgreaves  St.,  Phillipsburg,  NJ 
08865. 

MC  158431  (Sub-1-1  TA),  filed 
October  16, 1981.  Applicant:  WILLS 
MOTORS  LIMITED,  2178  Highway  56, 
Binbrook,  Ontario,  CD  LOr  ICO. 
Representative:  William  J.  Hirsch  P.C., 
1125  Convention  Tower,  43  Court  Street, 
Buffalo,  NY  14202.  Passengers  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  U.S.  and  CD, 
located  in  Detroit,  MI,  and  the  Niagara 
River  Crossings,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Niagara  Falls,  Buffalo, 
Lewiston,  Youngstown,  Jamestown,  NY, 
and  Detroit,  MI.  Supporting  shipper(s]:  J 
&  M  Custom  Sportswear  &  Excursions, 
Inc.,  42  James  Street  North,  Hamilton, 
Ontario,  CD;  Church  of  the  Assumption, 
R.R.  1,  Stoney  Creek,  Ontario,  CD, 
Glenbrook  Rangers  (Ontario  Minor 
Hockey  Association],  R.R.  1,  Binbrook, 
Ontario,  CD;  Glanbrook  Rangers 
Hockey  Team  O.M,H.A.,  R.R.  2,  Hannon, 
Ontario,  CD. 

MC  37398  (Sub-1-3  TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  JOHN  J.  BOYCE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  West  End 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  663,  Hammonton,  NJ 
08037.  Representative:  Alan  Kahn,  1430 
Land  Title  Bldg.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19110. 
Food  and  realted  products  from  the 
facilities  of  Conway  Import  Company, 
Inc.  at  Chicago,  IL  to  Washington,  DC, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Buffalo  and  Long  Island 
City,  NY,  and  Miami  and  Orlando,  FL. 
Supporting  shipper:  Conway  Import 
Company,  Inc.,  2159  Borden  Avenue, 
Long  Island  City,  NY  11101. 

MC  158639  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  J  &  A  TRANSPORT, 
LTD.,  272  St.  George  Street,  Moncton, 
New  Brunswick,  CD  ElC  8P9. 
Representative:  John  C.  Lightbody,  Esq., 
30  Exchange  Street,  Portland,  ME  04101. 
Peat  products  fi'om  points  on  the 
Intrenational  Boundary  Line  between 
the  U.S.  and  CD  at  points  in  ME  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DC,  DE,  FL,  GA, 
lA.  IL.  IN,  KY,  LA,  MS,  MD,  ME,  MI,  MN, 
MO,  MA,  NC,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI, 
SC,  TN,  VA,  VT,  WI,  and  WV. 
Supporting  shipper  JPA,  1400  Harvester 
Road,  West  Chicago,  IL  60185. 

MC  52574  (Sub-1-6TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  ELIZABETH 
FREIGHT  FORWARDING  CORP.,  120 
South  20th  Street  Irvington,  NJ  07111. 


Representative:  Edward  F.  Bowes  and 
Michael  R.  Werner,  Esqs.,  167  Fairfield 
Road,  P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006. 
Contact  carrier:  irregular  routes: 
Automotive  parts,  associated 
components,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  distribution  or 
manufacturing  of  automobile  parts 
between  points  in  DE,  MI,  NY,  PA,  NJ, 
MD,  MA  and  VA,  restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  Chrysler  Corporation  or 
its  dealers,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Chrysler  Corp.  of  Centerline,  ML 
Supporting  shipper.  Chrysler 
Corporation,  26311  Lawrence  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  950,  Centerline,  MI  48015. 

MC  155937  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  October 

9, 1981.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
BUS  SERVICES,  INC.,  262  Monitor 
Street,  Brooklyn,  NY  11222. 
Representative:  Samuel  B.  Zinder,  P.C., 

98  Cutter  Mill  Road,  Great  Neck,  NY 
11021.  Common  carrier:  regular  routes:  1. 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  between  New 
York,  N.Y.  and  Pou^ikeepsie,  N.Y.:  From 
New  York  City  over  the  George 
Washington  Bridge  to  Fort  Lee,  N.J., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9W  via 
Coytesville,  Englewood  Cliffs,  Tenafly 
and  Alpine,  N.J.,  and  Palisades,  N.Y.  to 
Sparkill,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  340  to  Orangeburg,  N.Y.  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  303  via 
Congers,  N.Y.,  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
9W,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9W,  via 
the  village  of  Haverstraw,  West 
Haverstraw,  Stoney  Point,  Tompkins 
Cove  Bear  Mountain,  and  Fort 
Montgomery,  N.Y.,  to  junction  New  York 
218  in  the  Town  of  Highland,  N.Y.  (also 
from  junction  U.S.  Highway  9W  and 
New  Main  Street  in  the  Village  of 
Haverstraw,  over  New  Main  Street  to 
junction  Broadway,  thence  over 
Broadway  to  junction  Samondale 
Avenue,  thence  over  Samondale  Avenue 
to  junction  Railroad  Avenue,  thence 
over  Railroad  Avenue  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  9W,  in  Haverstraw],  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  218  to  junction 
Main  Street,  in  Hi^land  Falls,  N.Y., 
thence  over  Main  Street,  to  the  West 
Point  Military  Reservation,  thence  over 
local  streets  and  New  York  Highway  218 
through  the  West  Point  Military 
Reservation  (also  from  junction  New 
York  Highway  218  and  Main  Street,  in  - 
Highland  Falls,  over  New  York  Highway 
218,  through  High  Land  Falls,  Town  of 
Highland,  and  West  Point  Military 
Reservation,  to  junction  local  streets  at 
the  North  Gate  in  West  Point  Military 
Reservation],  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  218,  through  the  Town  of 
Highland,  the  Town  of  Cornwall  and  the 


Village  of  Cornwall,  N.Y.  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  9W,  in  the  Town  of 
Cornwall  (also  from  jucnction  New  York 
Highway  218  and  U.S.  Highway  9W  in 
the  Town  of  Highland,  over  U.S. 

Highway  9W,  through  the  Town  of 
Highland,  West  Point  Military 
Reservation,  the  Village  of  Cornwall, 
and  Town  of  Cornwall,  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  218,  in  the  Town  of 
Cornwall],  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
9W  to  junction  Coffey  Avenue  in  the 
Town  of  New  Windsor,  N.Y.,  thence 
over  local  streets,  through  the  Town  of 
New  Windsor,  to  the  City  of  Newburg, 
N.Y.,  thence  across  the  Hudson  River  to 
Beacon,  N.Y.,  thence  over,  city  streets 
through  Beacon  to  the  Town  of  Fishkill, 
N.Y.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9D, 
through  the  Town  of  Fishkill,  the  Town 
of  Wappinger,  and  the  Village  of 
Wappinger  Falls,  N.Y.,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  9,  in  the  Town  of 
Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.,  and  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  9,  to  the  City  of 
Poughkeepsie,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes.  Service  is  authorized  to  and  from 
all  intermediate  points.  Restriction: 

No  passenger  shall  be  transported 
whose  origin  and  destination  is  both 
located  south  of  the  intersection  of  U.S. 
Highway  9W  and  Wayne  in  the  Village 
of  Tompkins  Cove,  Rockland  County, 
N.Y.  2.  Passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express  and  newspapers,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers.  Between 
Town  of  Highland,  N.Y.,  and  Beacon, 
N.Y.:  From  Town  of  Highland  over  U.S. 
Highway  6  through  Bear  Mountain 
Bridge  to  junction  New  York  Highway 
9D,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  9D 
to  Beacon,  and  retium  over  the  same 
route.  Service  is  authorized  to  and*from 
all  intermediate  points.  3.  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers.  Between  Poughkeepsie.  N.Y. 
and  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.:  From 
Poughkeepsie  over  U.S.  Highway  9  to 
Hyde  Park,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Service  is  authorized  to  and  from 
all  intermediate  points.  4.  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers.  Between  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  9W  and  New  Jersey  Highway 
6,  in  Fort  Lee,  N.J.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.: 
From  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  9W 
and  New  Jersey  Highway  6  in ,  Fort  Lee, 
over  New  Jersey  Highway  6  to  junction 
New  Jersey  Highway  S-1  (Bergen 
Boulevard],  thence  over  New  Jersey 
Highway  ^1  (Bergen  Boulevard] 
through  Palisades  Park,  Cliffside  Park, 
and  Fairview,  N.J.,  to  junction  Hudson 
Boulevard,  in  North  Bergen  Township, 
N.J.,  thence  over  Hudson  Boulevard  to 
junction  Hudson  Boulevard  East,  thence 
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over  Hudson  Boulevard  East  through 
Guttenberg  and  West  New  York,  N.J.,  to 
the  Lincoln  Tunnel  Plaza,  in 
Weehawken,  N.J.,  and  thence  through 
the  Lincoln  Tunnel  to  New  York,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Service  is 
not  authorized  to  or  from  intermediate 
points.  5.  Passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express  and  newspapers,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers.  Between 
the  Town  of  New  Windsor,  N.Y.,  and  the 
City  of  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  From  the  town  of 
New  Windsor  over  Union  Avenue  (near 
the  New  York  State  Thruway)  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  17-K, 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  17-K  to 
the  City  of  Newburgh,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  6.  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers. 
Between  Fort  Lee,  N.].  and  Weehawken, 
N.J.:  From  the  Junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
9W  and  access  roads  to  Interstate 
Highway  95  in  Fort  Lee,  thence  over 
access  road  and  Interstate  Highway  95 
to  the  junction  of  N.J.  Turnpike  in 
Ridgefield  Park,  N.].,  thence  over  New 
Jersey  Turnpike  to  the  junction  of  New 
Jersey  Turnpike  to  the  junction  of  New 
Jersey  Turnpike  Interchange  Road  17, 
thence  over  New  Jersey  Turnpike 
Interchange  Road  17  to  the  junction  of 
New  Jersey  Highway  3  in  Secaucus,  N.J., 
thence  over  New  Jersey  Highway  3  to 
the  Lincoln  Tunnel  Plaza  in 
Weehawken,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points.  7. 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  charter 
operations.  Between  points  in  Dutchess, 
Orange  and  Rockland  Counties,  N.Y., 
Bergen  County,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  o^er,  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  AK  and  HI.  Supporting 
Shipper(s):  There  are  seven  statements 
in  support  of  this  application  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  Regional  Office  of 
the  LC.C.  in  Boston,  MA. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  region  2.  Send  protests  to:  ICC,  Fed. 
Res.  Bank  Bldg.,  101  North  7th  St,  Rm. 
620,  Philadelphia,  PA  19106. 

MC  488  (Sub-II-2lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  BREMAN'S 
EXPRESS  CO.,  318  Haymeiker  Rd., 
Monroeville,  PA  15146.  Representative: 
Leslie  S.  Breman  (same  as  Applicant). 

(1)  apparel  or  other  finished  textile 
products  or  knit  apparel,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  as  named  in  (1)  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Clearfield  County,  PA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 


shipper.  Target  Sportswear,  Inc.,  Hyde, 
PA  16843. 

MC  158795  (Sub-n-lTA),  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant:  SAM  BUCCI 
TRUCKING,  21714  Royalton  Rd., 
Columbia  Station,  OH  44028. 
Representative:  Lynn  R.  Delnoce,  10219 
Brecksville  Rd.,  Brecksville,  OH  44141. 
Motor  parts  and  Components  between 
points  in  Cleveland,  OH;  Newark,  OH; 
Conway,  AR;  and  Pittsboro,  NC  under 
continuing  contract  with  Kirkwood 
Industries,  Inc.  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper.  Kirkwood 
Industries,  Inc.,  4855  W  130th  St, 
Cleveland,  OH  44135. 

MC  158860  (Sub-B-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  CAVALIER 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  5741  Bayside  Rd.,  Suite 
106,  Virginia  Beach,  VA  23455. 
Representative:  Earl  R.  Fentress,  Jr. 

(same  as  applicant).  Contract;  irregular: 
Bakery  goods,  supplies,  materials, 
equipment  and  merchandise  used  in  the 
sales,  distribution  and  manufacture  of 
bakery  goods,  between  Richmond,  VA; 
Battlecreek,  MI;  Tacoma,  WA;  and 
Sioux  City,  SD  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  pts.  in  the  US  (except  AK  and 
HI),  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Interbake  Foods,  Inc.,  Richmond  VA,  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Interbake  Foods,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  27487, 
Richmond,  VA  23261. 

MC  158859  (Sub-n-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  O  DEAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
127, 406  Williamsburg  Rd.,  Sandston,  VA 
23150.  Representative:  P.  Owen  Dean 
(same  as  applicant).  Contract;  irregular: 
Bakery  goods,  supplies,  materials, 
equipment  and  merchandise  used  in  the 
sales,  distribution  and  manufacture  of 
bakery  goods,  between  Richmond,  VA; 
Battlecreek,  MI;  Tacoma,  WA;  and 
Sioux  City,  SD  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  pts.  in  the  US  (except  AK  end 
HI),  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Interbake  Foods,  Inc.,  Richmond  VA,  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Interbake  Foods,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  27487, 
Richmond,  VA  23261. 

MC  126320  (Sub-n-4TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  DETTINBURN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  3,  Box  24, 
Petersburg,  WV  26847.  Representative: 
Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304  East-West 
Highway,  Bethesda,  MD  20814.  Fuel  oil 
from  Cockpit  Point/Duinfiries,  VA  to 
Grant  County,  WV  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper. 
Intercontinental  Petroleum,  7856  Mt. 
Holly  Road,  Charlotte,  NC  28130. 


MC  158341  (Sub-2-lTA).  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicamt:  FLIGHT 
RESOURCES,  LTD..  888  Schoolhouse 
Lane,  Dover,  DE 19901.  Representative: 
Charles  E.  Creager,  1329  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD 
21740.  Passengers  and  their  baggage  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
charter  limousine  operations,  in  non- 
scheduled,  door  to  door  services  with  no 
more  than  six  passenagers  in  any  one 
vehicle,  not  including  the  driver, 
between  Dover,  DE  and  its  commercial 
zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MD,  PA,  NY,  CT,  DE,  DC  and 
NJ,  for  180  days.  An  imderlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shippers:  There  are  eight  supporting 
shippers.  Their  statement  may  be 
examined  at  the  ICC  Regional  Office, 
Philadelphia,  PA  . 

MC  139875  (Sub-H-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  DONALD  E. 
GERALD,  INC.,  2210  E.  Randolph  Rd., 
Silver  Spring,  MD  20904.  Representative: 
Dixie  C.  Newhouse,  1329  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD 
21740.  Cement,  in  bags  and  in  bulk,  and 
bagged  mortar,  between  Martinsburg, 
WV,  including  its  commercial  zone,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pts.  in 
MD  for  270  days.  Supporting  shippers: 
Entwisle’s  Concrete  Block,  Inc.,  3709 
Forestville  Rd.,  Forestville,  MD  20747; 
Maisel  Brothers,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  267,  Glen 
Bumie,  MD  21061;  and  Carruth  &  Son, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  657,  Waldorf,  MD  2601. 

MC  56388  (Sub-n-9TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant  HAHN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  New 
Market  MD  21774.  Representative: 
Edward  T.  Love,  4401  East  West 
Highway,  Suite  404,  Bethesda,  MD 
20814.  Wrecked,  disabled  or 
replacement  motor  vehicles,  by  use  of 
wrecker  equipment,  between  points  in 
NJ.  DE,  PA.  DC.  MD,  VA,  WV,  OH.  NC. 
TN  and  KY  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  There  are  ten  supporting 
shippers.  Their  statements  may  be 
examined  at  the  ICC  office  in 
Philadelphia,  PA. 

MC  150174  (Sub-n-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant  HIVELY 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  IIOOA 
Lafayette  St.,  York,  PA  17405. 
Representative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407  N. 
Front  St,  Harrisburg,  PA  17101-1295. 
Construction  materials  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  installation  and 
distribution  of  construction  materials, 
between  the  facilities  of  CertainTeed 
Corporation  in  Erie  County,  OH  and 
Grcinville  County,  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  MA.  ME, 
NH,  RI,  VT.  PA.  NJ,  NY.  DE.  DC.  MD  and 
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VA,  for  270  days.  An  underlsdng  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipperfs):  CertainTeed  Corporation, 

P.O.  Box  860,  Valley  Forge,  PA  19482. 

MC 134439  (Sub-II-lTA),  Filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  JAMES  G. 
FERNEYHOUGH,  d.b.a.  J.G.F. 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  2173, 
Lynchburg,  VA  24501.  Representative: 
Calvin  F.  Major,  200  W.  Grace  St.,  P.O. 
Box  5010,  Richmond,  VA  23220. 

Contract;  irregular:  General 
Commodities  except  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  between  all  pts.  in  the  U.S. 
for  270  days,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Richmond  Cedar  Works 
Mfg.  Corp.;  Lovelace  Distributing  Co., 

Inc.;  J.W.  Wood  &  Co.,  Inc.;  C.B.  Fleet 
Co.,  Inc.;  and  Imperial  Reading  Corp. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  five 
supporting  shippers.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  ICC  Regional 
Office,  Philadelphia,  PA. 

MC  158579  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  M  D 
ASSOCIATES— NORTHEAST,  One 
Ararat  Boulevard,  Harrisburg,  PA  17110. 
Representative:  J.  Bruce  Walter,  Esquire, 
P.O.  Box  1146,  Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  (1) 
Malt  beverages  and  (2)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
producers  and  distributors  of  beverages, 
between  Rockingham  Coimty,  NC, 
Dougherty  and  Houston  Counties,  GA, 
Oswego  and  Monroe  Counties,  NY, 
Wayne  County,  MI,  Essex  County,  NJ, 
the  City  and  County  of  Baltimore,  MD 
and  Lehigh  and  Westmoreland  Counties, 
PA>  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  PA,  MD,  NJ  and  DE,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shippers:  Quality 
Beverage  Distributor,  Inc.,  695  Poplar 
Street,  Hazleton,  PA  18201;  Bond 
Distributing  Company,  1220  Bernard 
Drive,  Baltimore,  MD  21223;  Inco 
Beverage,  Inc.,  R.D.  #3,  Box  352E, 
Johnstown,  PA  15904;  Clement  and 
Muller,  Inc.,  2800  Grant  Ave., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19114;  South  Jersey 
Distributors,  Inc.,  Canale  Drive  and 
Delilah  Road,  Pleasantville,  NJ  08323;  W 
&  L  Sales  Company,  Inc.,  4050  North 
Industrial  Rd.,  Harrisburg,  PA  17110  and 
Williamsport  Beverage  Company,  Inc., 
2725  McCoy  St.,  P.O.  Box  3395, 
Williamsport,  PA  17701. 

MC  152316  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTHEASTERN 
HAULERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5225, 
Wilmington.  DE  19808.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive  Bldg., 
1030  15th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005  General  commodities,  except 
Classes  A  &  B  explosives,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  Household  Goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
pts.  in  NJ,  PA,  and  MD,  on  the  one  hand. 


and.  on  the  other,  Newport,  DE  and  pts. 
in  its  commercial  zone,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper  E.  1.  Du  Pont  de 
Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  1007  Market  St., 
Wilmington,  DE  19898. 

MC  153511  (Sub-U-lTA),  filed  October 

21. 1981.  Applicant:  I.  J.  BLOUGH,  JR., 

P.O.  Box  7185,  Suffolk,  VA  23437. 
Representative:  Ruth  M.  Cox,  1224  Dutch 
Road,  Suffolk,  VA  23437.  Contract; 
Irregular:  Machinery  and  equipment 
necessary  to  maintain  peanut  roasting 
and  blanching  factories  fi’om  Michigan 
City,  IN;  San  Antonio,  TX;  Sebetha,  KS; 
Hombolt,  LA;  Donaldsonville,  GA; 

Raleigh,  NC;  Twin  River  Falls,  MN;  and 
Suffolk,  VA  to  pts.  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  National 
Design,  Inc.,  Suffolk,  VA,  for  270  days. 

An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  National 
Design,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  343,  Suffolk,  VA 
23434. 

MC  2110  (Sub-U-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  BOWLUS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  300  County  Road 
143,  Fremont,  OH  43420.  Representative: 
Richard  H  Brandon,  220  W  Bridge  St., 

P.O.  Box  97,  Dublin  OH  43017.  Paper, 
Polypropylene  and  Vinyl  Products,  and 
Materials  and  Supplies  used  in  their 
manufacture,  between  the  facilities  of 
Fremont  Cut  Die  Products,  Inc.  in 
Sandusky  County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Newport,  TN  and 
Oakland,  NJ.  Supportiiig  shipper, 

Fremont  Cut  Die  Products  Inc.,  Fremont, 
OH. 

MC  488  (Sub-II-22TA),  filed  October 
22 1981.  Applicant:  BREMAN’S 
EXPRESS  CO.,  318  Haymaker  Rd., 
Monroeville,  PA  15146.  Representative: 
Leslie  S.  Bremem  (same  as  Applicant). 
Electrometallurgical  products  (except  in 
bulk)  between  Allegheny  County,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper:  Niobium  Products 
Company,  Limited,  Two  Oliver  Plaza, 
Suite  1950,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15222. 

MC  488  (Sub-n-23TA),  filed  October 

22. 1981.  Applicant:  BREMAN'S 
EXPRESS  CO.,  318  Haymaker  Rd., 
Monroeville,  PA  15146.  Representative: 
Leslie  S.  Bremen  (same  as  Applicant). 
Pulp,  paper,  or  allied  products  (except  in 
bulk),  between  Erie  County,  PA,  on  die 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in  the 
states  of  NC  and  SC,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Virginia 
Paper  Company,  P.O,  Box  11420, 
Columbia,  SC  29211. 

MC  141590  (Sub-II-2TA).  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  NOAH  E.  FERRIS, 
d.b.a.  CONTRACT  FURNITURE 


CARRIERS,  7004  Peters  Creek  Road, 

P.O.  Box  7586,  Roanoke,  VA  24019. 
Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark,  P.O. 

Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168.  (a)  New 
furniture  and  furniture  parts;  and  (b) 
Materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  new  furniture  and 
furniture  parts,  between  Galax,  VA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AZ,  CA,  OR,  and  WA  for  270  days. 

An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shippers:  Webb 
Furniture  Enterprises,  P.O.  Box  660, 
Galax,  VA  24333,  Vaughan  Furniture 
Corp.,  P.O.  Box  330,  Galax,  VA  24333. 

MC  124017  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  R.  JEFTFREY  & 

SONS,  INC.,  R.D.  #1,  Elysburg,  PA 
17824.  Representative:  J.  Bruce  Walter, 
P.O.  Box  1146,  Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  (1) 
Coal,  between  points  in  the  counties  of 
Northumberland,  Lackawanna,  Luzerne 
and  Schuylkill,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east 
of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN  and  MS,  and  (2)  scrap 
steel  and  iron  for  remelting  between 
points  in  the  states  of  NH,  MA,  RI,  NY, 
NJ,  PA,  DE,  MD,  OH,  lA,  IN,  VA  and 

for  270  days.  Supporting  shippers: 
Great  Eastern  Coal  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  411, 
Mt.  Carmel,  PA  17851;  Lehigh  Valley 
Coal  Sales  Co.,  P.O.  Box  450,  Pittston, 

PA  18640;  The  Mindlin  Company,  One 
Bala  Ave.,  5K,  Bala  Cynwyd,  PA  19004; 
Centralia  Coal  Sales  Company,  P.O.  Box 
478,  Wilkes-Barre,  PA  18706. 

MC  152672  (Sub-II-9TA).  filed  October 

21. 1981.  Applicant:  A.  ROGER 
LOSING,  LTD.,  850  Beaver  Grade 
Road,  Coraopolis,  PA  15108. 
Representative:  Barry  Weintraub,  Suite 
510,  8133  Leesburg  Pike,  Vienna,  VA 
22180.  Contract  Carrier:  irregular  route: 
switch  and  outlet  boxes,  between 
Carnegie,  PA  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract  with  Thepitt 
Manufacturing  Company  of  Carnegie, 

PA  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Thepitt  Manufacturing 
Company,  P.O.  Box  252,  Carnegie,  PA 
15106. 

MC  158613  (Sub-n-3TA),  filed  October 

21, 1981.  Applicant:  TRICOR  BUSINESS 
GROUP,  INC.,  1700  Riverside  Drive,  P.O 
Box  A,  Bethlehem,  PA  18015. 
Representative:  Roger  D.  Hershman, 
Ac^inistrative  Office,  22  Olde  Mill  Run 
Medford,  NJ  08055.  Elliptic  and  semi 
elliptic  tractor  springs,  and  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  or  distributors  of 
automotive  repair  parts,  between 
Pennsauken,  NJ  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  between  points  in  the 
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United  States  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s]:  Impex 
Industries,  Inc.,  1025  Thomas  Bush  Hwy, 
Pennsauken,  NJ  08110. 

MC 158923  (Sub-U-ITA),  filed  October 

22. 1981.  Applicant:  JOHN  R. 
VALENTINO  TRUCKING,  R.D.  #2,  Box 
9B,  Cochranville,  PA  19330. 
Representative:  John  R.  Valentino  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  with  in  food 
and  feed  business  houses  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  their 
distribution.  Between  points  in  states  of 
PA,  NJ,  NY,  VA,  MD,  DE,  and 
Washington,  DC  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Ralston 
Purina  Company,  P.O.  Box  248,  Camp 
Hill,  PA  17011. 

MC  158887  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  THE  VALLEY 
FERTILIZER  &  CHEMICAL  CO.,  INC., 
Valley  Road,  P.O.  Box  443,  Mt.  Jackson, 
VA  22842.  Representative:  Brian  L 
Troiano,  918 — 16th  St.,  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Contract; 
irregular:  Agricultural  liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  between  Mt.  Jackson  and 
Winchester,  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points,  in  MD,  NY,  OH,  PA, 
VA,  and  WV,  under  continuing  contract 
with  CIBA-GEIGY  Corp.,  Ardsley,  NY, 
for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
CIBA-GEIGY  Corp.,  Saw  Mill  River  Rd., 
Ardsley,  NY,  10502. 

MC  155348  (Sub-n-2TA),  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  VENEZIA 
HAUUNG,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  217,  Umerick, 
PA  19465.  Representative:  Theodore 
Polydoroff,  Suite  301, 1307  Dolley 
Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  VA  22101. 
Contract:  Irregular  (1)  aplite  from 
Montpelier,  VA,  to  Royersford,  PA  and 
(2)  soda  ash  &om  Port  Newark,  NJ,  to 
Royersford,  PA,  under  contract  with 
Diamond  Glass  Company  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Diamond  Glass  Company,  First  Avenue, 
Royersford,  PA  19468. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  3.  Send  protests  to:  ICC, 
Regional  Authority  Center,  P.O.  Box 
7600,  Atlanta,  GA  30357. 

MC  143183  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  D  &  L  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1741,  Wilmington,  NC 
28402.  Representative:  Jack  K.  Schiller, 
123-60  83rd  Avenue,  Kew  Gardens,  NY 
11415.  Contract  Carrier:  Ammonium 
nitrate  fertilizer,  dry  fertilizers  and 
urea,  from  the  facilities  of  W.R.  Grace  & 
Co.,  Agricultural  Chemicals  Group 
located  at  or  near  Statesville  and 


Wilmington,  NC  to  points  in  DE,  FL,  GA, 
MD,  NJ,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA,  and  WV  under 
contract  or  continuing  contracts  with 
W.R.  Grace  &  Co.,  Agricultural 
Chemicals  Group  of  Wilmington,  NC. 
Supporting  shipper:  W.R.  Grace  &  Co., 
Agricultural  Chemicals  Group,  P.O.  Box 
368,  Wilmington,  NC  28402. 

MC  146402  (Sub-3-2lTA),  filed 
October  19, 1981.  Applicant:  CONALCO 
CONTRACT  CARRIER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
968,  Jackson,  TN  38301.  Representative: 
Charles  W'.  Teske  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Contract  Carrier,  Irregular 
Routes,  Automotive  Parts  and 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
thereof,  between  Louden,  TN;  Nashville, 
TN;  Ripley  TN;  Chickasha,  OK;  and 
Pulaski,  TN;  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
shipper:  Maremont  Corporation,  1283 
Murfreesboro  Roads,  Nashville,  TN 
37217. 

MC  158322  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  CAMPBELL  TRUCK 
LEASING  COMPANY.  INC.,  Alabama 
Highway  42,  Fackler,  AL  35746. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA 
22210.  Contract  carrier  irregular  routes. 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  floor  covering  distributors,  from 
points  in  GA  and  Gul^ort,  AL,  and  its 
commercial  zone,  to  Denver,  CO,  and 
facilities  of  R.  C.  Price  Company,  at  or 
near  Seattle,  WA;  and  from  Denver,  CO, 
to  facilities  of  R.  C.  Price  Company,  at  or 
near  Seattle,  WA,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  R.  C.  Price  Company. 
Supporting  shipper:  R.  C.  Price 
Company,  756  South  Jason,  Denver,  CO 
80223. 

MC  146447  (Sub-3-12TA),  filed 
October  16, 1981.  Applicant:  TANBAC, 
INC.,  2941  SW  1st  Terr.,  Ft  Lauderale,  FL 
33315.  Representative:  Richard  B. 

Austin,  320  Rochester  Building,  8390  NW 
53d  St.,  Miami,  FL  33166.  Contract 
carrier,  irregular  route:  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  &B 
explosives  and  hazardous  materials) 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Duracell 
Intematonal,  Inc.,  Bethel,  CT.  Supporting 
shipper:  Duracell  International,  Inc., 
Berkshire  Industrial  Park,  Bethel,  CT 
06801. 

MC  145879  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  ELDER  & 
COMPANY,  INC.,  701  North  Federal 
Highway,  Dania,  FL  33304. 
Representative:  Charles  W.  Loe,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  767,  Tampa,  FL  33601.  Containers 
(general  commodities)  having  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water  betwen 
points  in  the  State  of  FL  There  are  8 
support  statements  attached  to  this 


application  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  ICC  Regional  Office,  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  151463  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  BIGBl^ 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  32, 
Columbus,  MS  39701.  Representative: 
Norman  J.  Philion,  1920  N  Street,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Tissue,  paper 
towels,  napkins,  pulpboard,  woodpulp 
and  lumber,  (1)  From  Denver,  CO  to 
points  in  OK  and  TX;  and  (2)  fi-om 
Naheola  AL  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  KS, 

MO,  OK  and  TX.  Supporting  shipper: 
American  Can  Company,  P.O.  Box  1699, 
Meridian,  MS  39301. 

MC  148075  (Sub-3-7TA),  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  CECIL  E.  KING,  JR. 
d.b.a.  CECIL  KING  TRUCKING,  Route  2, 
Seagrove,  NC  27341.  Representative: 
Edward  T.  Love,  4401  East  West 
Highway,  Suite  404,  Bethesda,  MD 
20814.  Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes, 
small  electric  appliances  and  audio 
equipment  fi'om  Asheboro,  NC,  Seattle, 
WA,  Los  Angeles  and  Long  Beach,  CA 
to  Atlanta,  GA,  Broadview,  IL 
Columbus,  OH,  Edison,  NJ,  Grand 
Prairie,  TX,  Laurel,  MD,  Lenexa,  KS, 
Mansfield,  MA,  Tukwila,  WA,  Garden 
Grove,  CA,  and  San  Leandro,  CA. 
Supporting  shipper:  General  Electric, 
Houseware  and  Audio  Business 
Division,  Bridgeport  CT  06602. 

MC  146402  (Sub-3-22TA),  filed 
October  20, 1981.  Applicant:  CONALCO 
CONTRACT  CARRIER,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box 
968,  Jackson,  TN  38301.  Representative:  ■ 
Charles  W.  Teske  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Contract  Carrier,  Irregular 
Routes;  Tile  and  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  installation  thereof, 
between  point  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
Shipper:  Structural  Stoneware,  Inc.,  P.  O. 
Box  119,  Minerva,  OH  44657. 

MC  158896  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  October 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box 
181067,  Memphis,  TN  38118. 
Representative:  R.  Connor  Wiggins,  Jr., 
100  N.  Main  Bldg.,  Suite  909,  Memphis, 

TN  38103.  Insulation  from  facilities  of 
Premier  Manufacturing  Corporation  at 
Memphis,  TN,  to  points  in  AL  AR,  GA, 

IL  IN,  KY,  LA,  MS,  MO,  OH,  TX  and 
WV.  Supporting  Shipper  Premier 
Manufacturing  Corporation,  4009  Delp 
Street,  Memphis,  TN  38118. 

MC  157137  (Sub-3-2TA).  filed  October 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  W.  L  TURNER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  16589, 
Memphis.  TN  38116.  Representative:  A. 
Doyle  Cloud,  Jr.,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Avenue,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
Cottonseed  meal,  soybean  meal, 
cottonseed  oil  and  soybean  oil,  between 
Marks  and  Clarksdale,  MS,  on  the  one 
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hand,  and,  on  the  other,  point  in  AL.  TN, 
MS,  AR,  LA,  and  TX.  Supporting 
Shippers:  Bunge  Corporation,  520  Cherry 
Street,  Marks,  MS  38646,  and  Southern 
Cotton  Oil  Division — ^Archer,  Daniels, 
Midland,  Box  10,  Claritsdale,  MS  38614. 

MC 146927  (Sub-3-7TA),  Filed  October 

21. 1981.  Applicant:  DDOE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  Post  OfBce  Box  1126,  Hattiesburg, 
MS  39401.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  from  the  facilities  of  &own 
Zellerbach  Corporation,  at  or  near  St. 
Francisviile  and  Bogalusa,  LA,  to  points 
in  AL,  AR,  FL,  MS,  NC,  TX,  GA,  IL,  TN, 
IN,  OH,  KY,  MI,  WL  MO,  NE,  and  KS. 
Supporting  Shipper  Crown  Zellerbach 
Corporation,  Post  Office  Box  1060, 
Bogalusa,  LA  70427. 

MC  108676  (Sub-3-13TAJ.  filed 
October  22, 1981.  Applicant:  A.  J. 
METLER  HAUUNG  &  RIGGING,  INC., 
117  Chicamauga  Avenue,  Knoxville,  TN 
37917.  Representative:  Michael  S.  Teets 
(same  address  as  ApplicantJ.  Building 
materials  between  points  in  Ellis 
County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
Shipper:  EIJC  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  500, 
Ennis,  TX  75119. 

MC  121081  (Sub-8-lOTAJ.  filed 
October  22, 1981.  Applicant: 

COLUMBUS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC,  P.O. 
Box  26741,  Charlotte,  NC  28213. 
Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark,  P.O. 
Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168.  Iron  and 
Steel  Articles,  between  points  in 
Guilford  County,  NC  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WV. 
Supporting  shipper:  Durabond  Protective 
Coating  Co.,  P.O.  Box  7913,  Greensboro, 
NC  27407. 

MC  146222  (Sub-3-2TA),  filed  October 

22. 1981.  Applicant:  ILCO  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  528,  Leeds,  AL  35094. 
Representative:  H.  G.  Jackson,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicantj.  Contract  carrier, 
irregular  routes;  metal  articles,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MT,  WY,  CO,  and 
NM,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
O'Neal  Steel,  Inc.,  Birmingham,  AL 
Supporting  shipper  O'Neal  Steel,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  2623,  Birmingham,  AL  35202. 

MC  145726  (Sub-3-2TAJ,  filed 
September  29, 1981.  Applicant  G.  P. 
THOMPSON  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  146,  Midway,  AL  36053. 
Representative:  Terry  P.  Wilson,  428 
South  Lawrence  St^  Montgomery,  AL 
36104.  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  houses  as  described  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  utilized  by  John 


Morrell  &  Co.  at  or  near  Cincinnati,  OH, 
to  points  in  Florida.  Supporting  shipper 
John  Morrell  &  Co.,  208  South  LaSalle, 
Chicago,  IL  60604. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  4.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Conunerce  Commission,  Complaint  and 
Authority  Branch,  P.O.  Box  2980. 

Chicago,  BL  60604. 

MC  15735  (Sub-4-5TAJ,  filed  October 

14. 1981.  Applicant:  ALLIED  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  2120  S.  25th  Avenue, 
Broadview,  IL  60153.  Representative: 
Richard  V.  MerriU,  P.O.  Box  4403, 
Chicago,  n,  60680.  Contract  irregular: 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufactures  of  nuclear 
reactors,  computer  peripheral  systems 
and  interactive  graphics  systems 
between  Alameda,  Santa  Clara  and  San 
Mateo  Counties,  CA,  OTOH  and,  OTO 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI) 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  the 
General  Electric  Nuclear  Energy 
Business  Operations,  and  IntersU,  Inc. 
and  Calma  Company,  both  wholly 
owned  subsidiaries  of  the  Gener^ 
Electric  Company.  Supporting  shippers: 
The  Graeral  Electric  Nuclear  Energy 
Business  Operations,  175  Curtner  Ave., 
San  Jose,  CA  95125,  Intersil,  Inc.,  10710 
North  Tantau  Ave.,  Cupertino,  CA  95014 
and  Calma  Co.,  1565  Barber  Lane, 
Milpitas,  CA  95035. 

MC  112223  (Sub-4-8TAJ,  filed  October 

13. 1981.  Applicant:  QUICKIE 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  1700  NeW 
Brighton  Blvd.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55413. 
Representative:  Earl  Hacking  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Wood  Pellets 
from  Marcell,  MN  to  Milwaukee  and 
Fort  McCoy,  WI.  Supporting  shipper 
Aspen  Fibre  Corporation,  1112  ^st  First 
Street,  Duluth,  MN  55805.  Underlying 
ETA  filed. 

MC  112223  (Sub-4-9TA),  filed  October 

14. 1981.  Applicant  QUICKIE  - 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  1700  New 
Brighton  Blvd.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55413. 
Representative:  Earl  Hacking  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Polymeric 
Isocyanates  and  Polyurethane  Resin 
from  Plymouth,  MN  to  River  Falls,  WI. 
Supporting  shipper  Empire  Foam 
Corporation,  13630  Watertower  Circle, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55441.  Underlying  ETA 
filed. 

MC  125894  (Sub-4-6TA),  filed  October 

13. 1981.  Applicant:  J  &  R  SCHUGEL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  310  Water  St.,  New 
Ulm,  MN  56073.  Representative:  Stephen 
F.  Grinnell,  1600  TCF  Tower, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Furnace  slag 
from  Gary,  IN,  Memphis,  TN  and 
Moundsville,  WV  to  Shakopee,  MN. 
Supporting  shipper  Midland  Glass 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Highway 


101  &  County  Road  83,  Shakopee,  MN 
55379. 

MC  127187  (Sub-4-9TA),  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant  FLOYD  DUENOW, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  86,  Savage,  MN  55378. 
Representative:  William  J.  Gambucci, 

525  Lumber  Exchange  Bldg., 

Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Contract 
Lumber  and  wood  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  for  the  account  of  (1) 

K.  J.  Clarkson  Lumber  Co.  Inc., 
Minneapolis,  MN  and  (2)  Plywood 
Distributing,  Wheaton,  IL.  Supporting 
shippers:  (1)  K.  J.  Clarkson  Lumber  Co. 
Inc.,  104  Wesley  Temple  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  MN,  55^3;  (2)  Plywood 
Distributing,  P.O.  Box  726,  Wheaton,  EL, 
60187. 

MC  136268  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed  October 

14. 1981.  Applicant  WHITEHEAD 
SPECIALTIES,  INC.,  1017  Third  Avenue, 
Monroe,  WI  53566.  Representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150  E.  Gilman  St, 
Masson,  WI  53703.  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  pens,  pencils,  pen 
parts  pen  refills,  writing  ink,  glassware 
and  gift  boxes  between  the  facilities  of 
The  Parker  Pen  Company  and  its 
subsidiaries  located  at  Janesville,  WI 
and  Dallas,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  IL  IN,  LA, 

ME.  MD.  MA.  MI.  MN.  MO.  NH,  NJ.  NY. 
OH,  PA,  RL  VT,  and  WI.  An  imderlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
The  Parker  Pen  Company,  1400  North 
Parker  Drive.  Janesville,  WI  53545. 

MC  142693  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

14. 1981.  Applicant  CUSTOM 
DELIVERIES,  INC.,  30800  Telegraph  Rd.. 
Suite  4900,  Birmin^am,  MI  48010. 
Representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100 
National  City  Bmok  Bldg.,  Cleveland,  OH 
44114.  Contract  irregular:  General 
commodities,  (except  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  moving  on  Freight 
Forwarder's  Bills  of  Lading,  restricted  to 
shipments  moving  on  Acme  Fast  Freight 
Inc.  Bills  of  Lading,  from  points  in  AZ 
and  CA  to  points  in  BL,  IN,  ML  OH  and 
WI,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Acme  Fast  Freight  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  Acme  Fast  Freight  Inc.,  2110 
Alhambra  Ave.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90031. 

MC  143699  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS.  INC.,  1009 
West  Edgewood  Avenue,  Indianapolis, 
IN  42617.  Representative:  Donald  L 
Stem,  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Road, 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  Contract  Irregular. 
Food  and  related  products  between 
Clearfield,  UT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Wastonville,  CA;  Burlington 
and  Chehalis,  WA;  Salem,  OR;  Detroit 
MI;  and  Louisville,  KY  (under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  The  Sysco  Corp.). 
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Supporting  shipper:  The  Sysco  Corp., 

1177  West  Loop  South,  Houston,  TX 
77027. 

MC 144201  (Sub-4-3TA],  filed  October 

13, 1981.  Applicant:  V.M.P. 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  10542  West 
Donges  Court,  Milwaukee,  WI  53224. 
Representative:  Daniel  R.  Dineen,  710 
North  Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53203.  Buses,  initial  movements,  in 
driveaway  service,  between  Pembina, 
ND,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
Motor  Coach  Industries,  Inc.,  Pembina, 
ND,  58271. 

MC  144201  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed  October 

13, 1981.  Applicant:  V.M.P. 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  10542  West 
Donges  Court,  Milwaukee,  WI  53224. 
Representative:  Daniel  R.  Dineen,  710 
North  Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53203.  Buses,  in  driveaway  service  (1) 
from  points  in  the  Portsmouth,  VA 
conunercial  zone  to  Cleveland,  NC  and 
(2)  ft-om  Cleveland,  NC  to  Seattle,  WA, 
Chicago,  IL,  Denver,  CO,  Memphis,  TN, 
Nashville,  TN,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  St.  Paul, 
MN,  Minneapolis,  MN.  San  Jose,  CA, 
Washington,  DC,  White  Plains,  NY, 
Indianapolis,  IN.  Supporting  shipper: 
M.A.N.  Truck  &  Bus  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  391, 
Cleveland,  NC  28013. 

MC  144927  (Sub-4-lOTA),  filed 
October  13, 1981.  Applicant: 
REMINGTON  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
Box  315,  U.S.  24  West,  Remington,  IN 
47977.  Representative:  Jack  Luck 
(address  same  as  applicant).  Abrasive 
grains — a  by-product  of  Silicon  Carbide 
and  Aluminum  Oxide  fiom  Tonawanda, 
NY  to  Bell  Gardens  and  San  Leandro, 
CA;  Naugatuck,  CT:  Calhoun,  GA; 
Chicago  and  Salem,  IL;  Crown  Point,  IN; 
Chelsea  and  Owosso,  MI;  Minineapolis. 
MN;  Houston,  TX  and  Greenwood,  SC. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Exolon 
Company,  1000  E.  Niagara  Street, 
Tonawanda,  NY  14150. 

MC  145248  (Sub-4-6TA).  filed  October 

13, 1981.  Applicant:  A.  E.  SCHULTZ 
CORPORATION,  901  Lyndale  Avenue, 
Neenah,  Wisconsin  54956. 
Representative:  Frank  M.  Coyne, 
Attorney,  25  West  Main  Street, 

Madison,  Wisconsin  53703.  Salt,  &om 
the  plant  site  of  Hardy  Salt  Company  at 
Manistee,  MI  to  Williston,  ND. 
Supporting  shipper  Hardy  Salt 
Company.  800  S.  Vandeventer  Ave.,  St. 
Louis.  MO  63166. 

MC  146065  (Sub-4-6},  filed  October  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAY  TRANSFER  INC., 
1245  South  West  St..  P.O.  Box  1426, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46206.  Representative: 
John  H.  Day,  3909  South  Lynhurst  Dr., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46241.  Contract 
irregular  Furniture  (new)  between 


points  in  the  States  of:  IN,  OH,  TN,  GA, 
KY,  WV,  VA,  MS.  AL.WI.il.  NC.  SC. 

TX,  CA,  MI,  LA,  and  AR.  Restricted  to 
traffic  moving  imder  continuing  contract 
with  J.  B.  Neu  Sons  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  J.  B.  Neu  Sons  Inc,,  6154 
Brookville  Rd.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46219. 

MC  146758  (Sub-4-7TA).  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  LADI^ 
TRANSPORTATION  INC.,  103  East 
Main  Street,  Albert  Lea,  NIN  56007. 
Representative:  Phillip  H.  Ladlie  (same 
as  applicant).  Rug  Cleaning  Machines, 
Chemicals,  Supplies  and  Equipment, 
used  in  the  manufacturing  and 
distribution  of  rug  cleaning  products 
between  Fresno,  CA  and  St.  Louis,  MO. 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  hand, 
points  in  the  U.S.  Restricted  to  the 
facilities  used  by  Rug  Doctor  Inc. 
Underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days. 
Supporting  shipper  Rug  Doctor  Inc., 

2788  North  Larl^,  Fresno,  CA  93745. 

MC  152445  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

14. 1981.  Applicant:  MATHEWS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  48, 
Walworth,  WI  53184.  Representative: 
Michael  J.  Wyngaard,  150  East  Gilman 
Street.  Madison,  WI  53703.  Doors,  door 
frames,  components,  and  parts  of  doors 
and  door  frames,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  or  distribution 
of  the  above  commodities,  between  Linn 
Township,  Walworth  County,  WI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  for  270 
days.  Underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Wilson 
Industrial  Doors,  Inc.,  Route  1,  Box  48, 
Walworth,  Wisconsin  53184. 

MC  154772  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed  October 

14. 1981.  Applicant:  CUTLER-MAGNER 
COMPANY.  12th  Ave.  W.  &  The 
Waterfront,  Duluth,  MN  55802. 
Representative:  William  J.  Gambucci, 
HOVLAND  &  GAMBUCCI,  525  Lumber 
Exchange  Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 
Lime,  from  Superior,  WI  to  (1)  ports  of 
entry  on  the  U.S.-Canada  boimdary  line 
located  at  Ft.  Francis  and  Pigeon  River, 
Ontario,  emd  (2)  Day  County,  SD. 
Supporting  shipper  Cutler-Magner 
Company,  12th  Ave.  W.  &  The  _ 
Waterfront,  Duluth,  MN,  55802. 

MC  156736  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

9. 1981.  Applicant:  FOX  RIVER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  4942  Elm  Island 
Circle,  Waterford.  WI  53185. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Kerwin,  180 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 
Paper,  paper  products,  and  printed 
matter,  between  Brookfield  and  New 
Berlin,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other.  Chicago,  IL.  An  underlying  ETA 
was  filed.  Supporting  shipper  Shinners 
Publication,  bic.,  21045  Enterprise 
Avenue,  Brookfield,  WI  53005. 


MC  157312  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

13. 1981.  Applicant:  ARROW  ILLINOIS 
COMPANY,  8801  South  Chicago  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL  60617.  Representative: 

Donald  S.  Mullins  &  T.  S.  Schlechter, 

1033  Graceland  Ave.,  Des  Plaines,  IL 
60016,  312-298-1094.  Contract  irregular 
Packing  House  Products,  Packaged, 

From  Melrose  Park,  EL.  to  points  in  IN, 

KY  and  MO,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Du  Quoin  Packing  Co., 

Du  Quion,  IL  Supporting  shipper  Du 
Quoin  Packing  Co.,  Du  Quoin,  IL 

MC  158655  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  GRAND  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  4750  Clyde  Park,  S.W.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan,  Sullivan  &  Associates,  Ltd., 

10  S.  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600,  Chicago, 
IL  60603.  Rubber  or  miscellaneous 
plastic  products,  between  points  in  Kent 
County,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  IL  IN,  KY,  MO,  NY,  OH, 
PA  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper  Falcon 
Manufacturing  of  Michigan,  Inc.,  8240 
Byron  Center  Avenue,  Byron  Center,  MI 
49315. 

MC  158855  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant:  GRAND  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  4750  Clyde  Park.  S.W.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan.  Sullivan  &  Associates,  Ltd., 
10  S.  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600,  Chicago, 
DL  60603.  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
automobile  components  and  plastic  and 
metal  products,  between  points  in  Kent 
and  Barry  Counties,  MI,  OTOH  and 
OTO,  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
shipper  Lescoa,  Inc.,  3225  32nd  Street. 
S.E.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49508. 

MC  158655  (Sub-4-4TA).  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant:  GRAND  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  4750  Clyde  Park,  S.W.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan.  Sullivan  &  Associates,  Ltd., 
10  S.  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600,  Chicago, 
IL  60603.  Contract,  irregular.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
memufacturers  of  heating  and  air 
conditioning  equipment,  between  points 
in  Kalamazoo,  Kent,  Ottawa  and  Wayne 
Counties,  MI  OTOH,  and  OTO,  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  contract(8)  with  Lear 
Siegler,  Inc  of  Holland,  MI.  Supporting 
shipper  Lear  Siegler,  Inc.,  900  Brooks 
Ave.,  Holland,  MI  49423. 

MC  158681  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  October 

8. 1981.  Applicant:  TAYLORVILLE 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  1001  N. 
Cheney  St,  Taylorville,  IL  62568. 
Representatives:  Edward  D.  McNamara, 
Jr.,  Leslieann  G.  Maxey,  Attorneys  at 
Law,  907  South  Fourth  St,  Springfield,  IL 
62703.  Cement  from  St.  Louis, 

Clarksville,  Festus,  and  Hannibal,  MO 
to  Springfield,  Virden,  Decatur,  & 
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Taylorville,  IL  There  are  six  (6) 
supporting  shipper  statements  attached 
with  this  Application.  An  underlying 
ETA  was  nied  seeking  120  days 
authority. 

MC 158697  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  October 

9. 1981.  Applicant:  SELECTED 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1116  West  Jefferson 
St,  Plymouth,  IN  46563.  Representative: 
Joseph  Winter,  29  South  LaSalle  St, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Contract;  irregular; 
Chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  the  facilities  of  Miles 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  at  Elkhart,  IN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
CA,  under  continuing  contractjs]  with 
Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  of  Elkhart,  IN. 
Supporting  shipper:  Miles  Laboratories, 
Inc.,  1127  MyrUe,  Elkhart,  IN  46515. 

MC  98154  (Sub-4-3TAJ,  filed  October 

8. 1981.  Applicant:  BRUCE  CARTAGE, 
INC.,  3460  E.  Washington  Rd,  Saginaw, 
MI  48601.  Representative:  Karl  L 
Getting,  1200  Bank  of  Lansing  Bldg, 
Lansing,  MI  48933.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
department  stores,  crated  and  uncrated, 
from  Wayne  County,  MI  to  the  facilities 
of  Montgomery  Ward  &  Co.,  Inc.  at 
various  points  in  Wayne,  Washtenaw, 
Oakland  and  Macomb  Counties,  MI.  , 
Supporting  shipper  Montgomery  Ware 
&  Co.,  Inc.,  Montgomery  Ward  Plaza, 
Chicago,  IL  60671. 

MC  119762  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  KIMBERLAIN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  5307  Cynthia  Lane, 
Racine,  WI 53406.  Representative: 

Robert  N.  Maxwell,  P.O.  Box  2471, 

Fargo,  ND  58108.  Contract;  irregular. 
malt  beverages,  ft’om  St.  Paul,  MN  to 
Waukegan,  IL  and  Racine,  WI  under 
continuing  contractjsj  with  Rapids  Beer 
Distributing,  Inc.,  Racine,  WL  and 
Waukegan  Jack  Donelson  Sales 
Company,  Waukegan,  IL.  Supporting 
shippers:  Rapids  Beer  Distributing,  Inc., 
2924  Rapids  Ave.,  Racine,  WI  53404, 
Waukegan  Jack  Donelson  Sales 
Company,  3050  Central  Ave., 

Waukegan,  IL  60085. 

MC  120364  (Sub-4-18TAJ,  filed 
October  19, 1981.  Applicant:  A  &  B 
FREIGHT  UNE,  INC.,  4805  Sandy 
Hollow  Road,  Rockford,  IL  61109. 
Representative:  Michael  J.  Wyngaard, 
150  East  Gilman  Street,  Madison,  WI 
53703.  Contract  Irregular:  Decubitus 
pads,  plush  or  pile  fabrics,  and  articles 
produced  thereform,  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  or  distribution 
of  such  commodities  between  Janesville, 
WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA.  KS,  KY, 
MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  OH,  PA,  and  TN, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Monterey  Mills,  Inc.,  Janesville,  WI. 


Supporting  shipper:  Monterey  Mills,  Inc., 
1725  E.  Delevan  Drive,  Janesville,  WI 
53545. 

MC  120364  (Sub-4-19TA),  filed 
October  19, 1981.  Applicant:  A  &  B 
FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  4805  Sandy 
Hollow  Road,  Rockford,  IL  61109. 
Representative:  Michael  J.  Wyngaard, 

150  East  Gilman  Street,  Madison,  WI 
53703.  Contract  irregular;  Containers 
and  container  ends,  fi:om  Rockford,  IL  to 
Siloam  Springs,  AR;  Rush  Springs,  OK 
and  Buffalo,  NY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Rockford  Can  Co., 
Rockford,  IL  Authority  sought  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper.  Rockford  Can 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  878,  208  Quaker  Road, 
Rockford,  IL  61105. 

MC  128837  (Sub-4-22TAJ,  filed 
October  15, 1981.  Applicant:  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  229, 

Carlinville,  IL  62626.  Representative: 
Michael  W.  O’Hara,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield,  IL  62701.  Contract,  irre^ar. 
Canned  olives,  canned  cherries  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
thereof,  from  Lindsay,  CA  and  Salem, 

OR  to  points  in  IL  KS,  MO,  MN,  MI,  OH, 
PA,  and  WI.  Restricted  to  traffic  moving 
under  continuing  contracts  with  Lindsay 
Olive  Growers  and  Willamette  Cherry 
Growers.  Supporting  shipper.  Lindsay 
Olive  Growers  and  Willamette  Cherry 
Growers,  650  West  Tulare  Rd.,  Lindsay, 
CA  93249. 

MC  135410  (Sub-4-«)TAJ,  filed 
October  15, 1981.  Applicant: 

COURTNEY  J.  MUNSON,  d.b.a. 
MUNSON  TRUCKING,  North  6th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  266,  Monmouth,  IL  61462. 
Representative:  Daniel  O.  Hands,  205  W. 
Touhy  Ave.,  Suite  200-A.  Park  Ridge,  IL 
60068.  Food  (except  in  bulk)  fivm  the 
facilities  of  Aunt  Nellie’s  at  or  near 
Clyman,  WI  to  points  in  MO,  MN,  EL, 
WV,  OH,  NY,  PA  and  MA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Armour-Dial,  Inc.,  Gireyhoimd 
Tower,  Phoenix,  AZ  85077. 

MC  135410  (Sub-4-4lTA),  filed 
October  21, 1981.  Applicant 
COURTNEY  J.  MUNSON,  d.b.a. 
MUNSON  TRUCKING,  North  6th  Street 
Road,  P.O.  Box  266,  Monmouth,  IL  61462. 
Representative:  Daniel  O.  Hands,  205  W. 
Touhy  Ave.,  Suite  200-A,  Park  Ridge,  IL 
60068.  Nails,  staples,  stapling  and 
nailing  machine  parts  fi^m  ffie  facilities 
of  Bostitch,  Division  of  Textron,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  East  Greenwich,  RI  to  points  in 
IL  KS,  MN  and  MO.  Supporting  shipper: 
Bostitch,  Div.  of  Textron,  Inc.,  Briggs 
Drive,  E.  Greenwich,  RI  92818. 

MC  136899  (Sub-4-18TA),  filed 
October  20, 1981.  Applicant  HIGGINS 
TRANSPORTA'nON  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  637, 
Richland  Center,  WI  53581. 


Representative:  Foster  L.  Kent  P.O.  Box 
285,  Council  Bluffs,  lA  51502.  Foad  and 
Kindred  products,  between  points  in 
Adams,  Weld,  Larimer,  Boulder, 

Morgan,  Logan  and  Sedwick  Counties, 
CO,  and  Morril  and  Scotts  Bluff 
Counties,  NE  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  IL  KS,  MO,  NE, 

•  NM,  OK  and  TX.  Supporting  shipper: 

The  Great  Western  Sugar  Company, 

P.O.  Box  5308,  Denver,  CO  80217. 

MC  140265  (Sub-4-6TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant  LARRY  E.  HICKOX, 
d.b.a.  LARRY  E.  HICKOX  TRUCKING, 
Box  95,  Casey,  IL  62420.  Representative: 
Michael  W.  O’Hara,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield,  EL  62701.  Contract,  irregular, 
automotive  parts,  between  Casey,  IL 
Atlanta,  GA,  Boston,  MA,  Baltimore, 

MD,  St.  Louis,  MO,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Cleveland,  OH  and  points  in  CA. 
Restricted  to  traffic  moving  under 
continuing  contract  with  McQuay- 
Nonis,  Inc.  of  3850  Delor,  St.  Louis,  MO^ 
63116.  Supporting  shippers:  McQuay- 
Norris,  Inc.,  3850  Delor,  St.  Louis,  MO 
63116. 

MC  143023  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant  CHI-WAUKEE 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1501  West 
Pershing  Rd.,  Chicago,  IL  60609. 
Representative:  Donald  E.  Weishaar, 
Suite  202, 1801  West  22nd  St,  Oak 
Brook,  IL  60521.  Contract  irregular: 
Cereal  Beverages,  Malt  Beverages,  and 
Carbonated  Beverages  with  related 
advertising  matter  firom  New  York,  NY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  and  points  in  the  state 
of  NJ  to  Chicago,  IL  under  continuing 
contractjsj  with  Joe  Triner  Corporation. 
Supporting  shipper  Joe  Triner 
Corporation,  3900  S.  Union  Ave., 

Chicago,  IL  60609. 

MC  143280  (Sub-4-34TAJ,  filed 
October  19, 1981.  Applicant:  SAFE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  6834 
Washington  Avenue  South,  Eden  Prairie. 
MN  55344.  Representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118.  General  Commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  between  the 
facilities  of  Ardan,  Inc.,  in  TX,  CA,  KS. 
IL  lA,  NE,  NV.  LA,  WV,  TN  and  IN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper  Ardan, 
Inc.,  2330  Euclid  Avenue.  Des  Moines, 

LA  50310. 

MC  143776  (Sub-4-2lTA),  filed 
'  October  21, 1981.  Applicant:  C.D.B., 
INCORPORATED,  155  Spaulding.  S.E.. 
Grand  Rapids.  MI  49506.  Representative: 
Karl  L  Getting,  1200  Bank  of  Lansing 
Building,  Lansing,  MI  48933.  Contract; 
irregular  General  commodities  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
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Commission)  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Meijer,  Inc.,  of  Grand  Rapids,  MI.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120-day  authority. 
Supporting  shipper  Meijer,  Inc.,  2727 
Walker  Road,  N.W.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI 
49504. 

MC 145636  (Sub-4-7TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  BOB  BRINK,  INC., 

165  Steuben  St.,  Winona,  MN  55987. 
Representative:  Edward  H.  Instenes, 
128^  Plaza  East,  P.O.  Box  676,  Winona, 
MN  55987.  Such  Articles  as  are  used  in 
the  sale,  manufacture' and  distribution 
of  Plastic  or  Rubber  Products.  From 
Allentown,  PA;  Canton,  OH;  Charlotte, 
NC;  Cinciimati,  OH;  Cleveland,  OH; 
Greenville,  SC;  Hartwell,  GA;  Hartsville, 
SC;  Itasca,  IL;  Laurens,  SC;  Mendota,  IL; 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN  Commercial 
Zone;  Milford,  MA;  Philadelphia,  PA; 
Spartanburg,  SC;  Stoughton,  MA. 
Supporting  shipper  Fiberite 
Corporation,  501  West  Third  St., 

Winona,  MN  55987. 

MC  146213  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  JAMES  P.  DOYLE, 
d.b.a.  J.  DOYLE  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box 
76,  Wisconsin  Dells,  W1 53965. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 

5200  Willson  Road,  Suite  307,  Edina,  MN 
55424.  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
byproducts  and  meat  packinghouse 
supplies,  between  Sioux  City  and  Mason 
City,  lA,  Huron  and  Sioux  Falls,  SD,  and 
Omaha,  NE,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  FL,  NC,  SC,  and  AL 
Supporting  shipper:  Weinstein  of 
Florida,  2129  Gulf  Life  Tower, 
Jacksonville,  FL  32207, 

MC  146642  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  BEST  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  INC.,  132  West  154th  St., 
South  Holland,  IL  60473.  Representative: 
Martin  J.  Kennedy,  120  West  Madison 
St.,  Suite  718,  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Cement 
from  Summit,  IL  to  Wheatfield,  IN. 
Supporting  shipper  Lehigh  Portland 
Cement  Company,  P.O.  Box  1882, 
Allentown,  PA  18105. 

MC  148380  (Sub-4-16TA),  filed 
October  21, 1981.  Applicant  CRESCO 
LINES,  INC.,  13900  S.  Keeler  Ave., 
Crestwood,  IL  60445.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Bazelon,  29  S.  La  Salle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Contract  irregular 
Roofing  products  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof,  between 
Edgemoor,  DE,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  MD,  NC,  NJ,  NY, 
PA,  WV,  VA,  and  DC,  under  contract 
wi  A  Iko  Manufacturing,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper  Deo  Manufacturing,  Inc.,  Hay 
Road,  Edgemoor,  DE  19809. 

MC  148994  (Sub-4-lTA],  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  MICHAEL  W. 
AMABILE,  d.b.a.  TRIPLE  AAA 


TRUCKING,  8016  Red  Arrow  Hi^way, 
Paw  Paw,  MI  49079.  Representative: 
Nancy  J.  Amabile  (same  as  applicant). 
Contract  irregular  Food  and  related 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract  with  Bakker 
Produce,  Inc.  Supporting  shipper  Bakker 
Produce,  Inc.,  211 W.  Main  St,  Griffith, 

IN  46319. 

MC  149416  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant  R.  J.  MOSUR,  d.b.a. 

R.  J.  MOSUR  &  SON,  P.O.  Box  244, 
Menominee,  MI  49858.  Representative: 
Daniel  R.  Dineen,  710  North  Plankinton 
Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 53203.  Metal 
castings  between  Menominee,  ML  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AR,  IL,  MO,  OK,  TX,  and  WI. 
Supporting  shipper  L.  E.  Jones 
Company,  Inc.,  1200  34th  Ave., 
Menominee,  MI  49858. 

MC  150571  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

21. 1981.  Applicant  NORSEMAN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  2,  Box  37 A, 
Waseca,  MN  56093.  Representative:  John 
B.  Van  de  North,  Jr^  Briggs  and  Morgan, 
2200  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  St  Paul, 
MN  55101.  Acoustical  foam  products, 
between  points  in  Worth  County,  lA  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  MN,  ND,  SD,  IL,  WI,  and  IN. 
Supporting  shipper  Carroll  George,  Inc. 
Industrial  Park,  P.O.  Box  144, 

Northwood,  lA  50459. 

MC  151802  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant  JOSEPH  R. 
NEWSOME,  d.b.a.  TRAIL-CON 
TRANSPORT,  22638  Nichols  Dr.,  Saulk 
Village,  IL  60411.  Representative: 
Anthony  E.  Young,  £9  South  LaSalle  St, 
Suite  350,  Chicago,  IL  60603,  312/782- 
8880.  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  Sr  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  from  the  facilities  of  Genex 
Terminal  Company  located  at  or  near 
Chicago,  IL,  to  Omaha,  NE,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  raiL 
Supporting  shipper  Genex  Terminal 
Company,  5901 N  Cicero  Ave.,  Chicago, 
IL  60646. 

MC  154019  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant  MICHAEL  P.  DUNN, 
d.b.a.  MILLER  TRANSPORTATION,  750 
N.  Madison  St,  Rockford,  IL  61107. 
Representative:  Martin  J.  Kennedy,  120 
W.  Madison  St,  Suite  718,  Chicago,  IL 
60602.  Contract,  irregular  Plastic  and 
rubber  articles,  tires  and  products 
pertinent  to  the  manufacture  thereof, 
between  points  in  LA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  MO, 

MI,  OH  and  WI.  Supporting  shippers  are 
The  Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubber  Company, 
1144  E.  Market  St,  Akron,  OH  44316  and 


The  Kelly-Springfield  Tire  Company, 

P.O.  Box  300,  Cumberland,  MD  21502. 

MC  154681  (Sub-4-5TA).  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant  NORTH  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  RR  #2,  Box 
83B,  Fargo,  ND  58102.  Representative: 
Richard  P.  Anderson,  502  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND  58126.  Plastic 
pipe  finm  the  facilities  of  Northern  Pipe 
Products  and  Northern  Water  Woilcs, 
Divisions  of  Northern  Industries  of 
North  Dakota,  Inc.,  at  Fargo,  ND,  to 
points  in  MT,  WY,  SD,  MN,  WI  and  CO. 
Supporting  shipper  Northern  Industries 
of  North  Dakota,  Inc.,  1917 1st  Ave.,  N., 
Fargo,  ND  58102. 

MC  155448  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant  R.  M.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  619  East  Sumner  Street  Hartford, 
WI  53027.  Representative:  William  P. 
Dineen,  710  North  Plankinton  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Contract; 
irregular;  asphalt  by-products  from  (1) 
Lawrenceville,  IL,  to  Waterford,  WI,  and 
(2)  Waterford,  WL  to  points  in  lA,  IL,  IN, 
MI  and  MN,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Lang  Engineering  Co.  of  Rochester, 
WI.  Supporting  shipper.  L6mg 
Engineering  Co.,  P.O.  Box  96,  Rochester, 
WI  53167. 

MC  155742  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed  October 

21. 1981.  Applicant  COBB  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  ING,  d.b.a.  THE  COBB 
COMPANY,  6122  North  76th  St, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53218.  Representative: 
Daniel  R.  Dineen,  710  North  Plankinton 
Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Contract 
irregular.  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  a  manufacturer  of  power 
transformers  between  the  facilities  of 
RTE/ASEA  at  or  near  Waukesha,  WL 
on  the  one  hemd,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.,  imder  continuing 
contract(s)  with  RTE/ASEA  of 
Waukesha,  WI.  Supporting  shipper 
RTE/ASEA,  400  S  Praire  Ave., 
Waukesha,  WI  53186. 

MC  156191  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed  October 

21. 1981.  Applicant  RAYMOND 
COSSETTE  TRUCKING,  2202  Fifth  Ave. 
North,  Fargo,  ND  58102.  Representative: 
ROBERT  P.  SACK,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West 
St  Paul,  MN  55118.  Meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  From  Cass  County,  ND  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  Applicant  seeks  an 
underlying  ETA  for  120  days.  Supporting 
shipper  Held  Beef  Industries,  Inc., 
Stockyard  Road,  West  Fargo,  ND  58078. 

MC  157235  (Sub-4-8TA),  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant  INDIANA  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Highway  33  and  Junction  I- 
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69,  P.O.  Box  8056,  Fort  Wayne,  IN  46896. 
Representative:  John  A.  Arthur  (same  as 
above).  Contract  Irregular:  General 
Commodities  between  points  originating 
in  IN  on  the  one  hand  and  on  the  other 
points  in  KY,  TN,  MO,  AR,  IL,  and  OH. 
Restricted  to  traffic  moving  under 
continuing  contract  with  Combined 
Shippers  Corporation,  Supporting 
shipper:  Combined  Shippers 
Association,  P.O.  Box  8237,  Fort  Wayne, 
IN  46898. 

MC  157874  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  DOUBLE  EAGLE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2531, 

Muncie,  IN  47305.  Representative:  Jack 
L.  Schiller,  123-60  83rd  Avenue,  Suite 
IT,  Kew  Gardens,  NY  11415.  Contract 
irregular:  Targets  from  the  facilities  of 
Champion  Target  Company  located  at  or 
near  Richmond,  IN  to  points  in  CO,  FL, 
lA,  IL,  PA,  and  TN.  Restricted  to  service 
to  be  performed  under  contract  or 
continuing  contracts  with  Champion 
Target  Company  of  Richmond,  IN. 
Supporting  shipper:  Champion  Target 
Company,  232  Industrial  Parkway, 
Richmond,  IN  47374. 

MC  158452  (Sub-4-lTAJ,  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  STANLEY 
LEVANDER,  d.b.a.  LEVANDER 
TRUCKING,  211  East  Kirchoff,  Palatine, 
IL  60067.  Representative:  Daniel  M. 
Pierce,  Altheimer  &  Gray,  One  IBM 
Plaza,  Chicago,  IL  60611.  Contract 
irregular:  Emergency  boilers,  related 
boiler  equipment  and  accessories,  and 
diesel  generating  equipment  between 
Wheeling,  IL  and  points  in  IL,  WI,  MN, 
lA.  OK.  AR,  MO,  TN,  KY,  IN.  MI,  OH, 

PA.  MI,  GA,  TX,  AL,  and  LA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Indek  Power  Equipment  Co., 
1075  Noel  Ave.,  Wheeling,  IL  60090. 

MC  158655  (Sub-4-5TAJ,  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  GRAIW  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  4750  Clyde  Park,  SW.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49509.  Representative:  Daniel 
C.  Sullivan,  Sullivan  &  Associates,  Ltd., 
10  S.  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600,  Chicago, 
IL  60603.  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  grocery,  drug  and  department 
stores,  between  Kent  and  Wayne 
Coimties,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting 
shipper  Spartan  Stores,  Inc.,  850  76th  St. 
SW.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49508. 

MC  158822  (Sub-4-lTAJ,  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant:  FORTY-EIGHT 
INSULATIONS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1148, 
Aurora,  IL  60507.  Representative: 
Anthony  E.  Young,  29  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Suite  350,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Contract,  irregular,  such  commodities  as 
are  used  or  dealt  in  by  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  industrial  insulations 
between  Alliance,  OH  and  Aurora,  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  under  continuing 


contracts  with  Foster  Wheeler 
Corporation,  its  divisions,  subsidiaries 
and  affiliates.  Supporting  shipper:  Foster 
Wheeler  Corporation,  110  S.  Orange 
Ave.,  Livingston,  NJ  07039. 

MC  158837  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed: 
Applicant:  FREIGHT  SAVERS 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  764  Thomas 
Drive,  Bensenville,  IL  60056. 
Representative:  Robert  Anderson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract 
irregular:  Hotel,  institutional,  and 
commercial  redecorating  and 
refurbishing  supplies  and  new  furniture 
(except  retail,  or  for  direct  sale  to  the 
public,  or  used  household  goods), 
sprayers  and  foggers,  pesticides,  solid 
lawn  fertilizers,  and  accessories; 
varnish  printing  inks,  oil  resin  products, 
packaging  therefor,  miscellaneous 
chemicals  (except  in  bulk  or  tank 
vehicles),  plasticizers  and  supplies; 
between  the  commercial  zone  of 
Chicago  IL  as  defined,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  counties  of  Milwaukee, 

Kenosha,  Racine,  WI;  Ramsey, 

Hennepiii,  MN;  Jackson,  St.  Louis  City, 
MO;  Fulton,  GA;  Baltimore  City,  MD; 
Philadelphia,  PA;  Essex,  NJ;  Kent, 
Wayne,  MI;  Mecklinburg,  NC;  Davidson, 
TN;  Hamilton,  Cuyahoga,  OH; 
Winnebago,  St.  Clair.  Peoria,  IL;  and 
Dallas,  and  Harris,  TX,  on  the  other. 
Supporting  shippers:  Systems  Seating, 
Inc.,  1344  W  37th  St.,  Chicago,  IL;  Acme 
Burgess,  Inc.,  Rte  83,  Grayslake,  IL; 

Acme  Printing  Ink,  Co.,  1406  Carrol  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL 

MC  158863  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  J.  M. 
REFRIGERATED  LINES,  INC.,  One  Rock 
River  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  269,  Jefferson,  WI 
53549.  Representative:  Harold  O. 
Orlofske,  145  W.  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Neenah,  WI  54956.  Food  and  Related 
Products  and  Equipment,  Materials,  and 
Supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  f/fereo/ between:  1. 

Jefferson  County,  WI  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
restricted  to  shipments  to  or  fi'om 
facilities  used  by  Stoppenbach,  Inc.  2. 
Jefferson  County,  WI  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO,  OK  and  TX 
restricted  to  shipments  to  or  from  the 
facilities  used  by  Redi-Serve  Foods,  Inc. 
3.  Dane  County,  WI  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
restricted  to  shipments  to  or  from  the 
facilities  used  by  U.  W.  Provisions,  Inc. 
Supporting  shippers  are:  1.  Stoppenbach, 
Inc.,  One  Rock  River  Rd.,  Jefferson,  WI 
53549;  2.  Redi-Serve  Foods,  Inc.,  1200 
Industrial  Dr.,  Fort  Atkinson,  WI  53538; 
3.  U.W.  Provisions,  Inc.,  2315  Evergreen 
Rd..  Middleton,  WI  53562. 


MC  158878  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  ZIMMERMAN 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  306, 
Morgantown,  IN  46160.  Representative: 
Robert  W.  Loser  II,  1101  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N.  Meridian  St.. 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Malt  beverages 
and  empty  containers,  between  points  in 
IN  on  and  south  of  Indiana  State 
Highway  28,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Milwaukee,  WI;  Detroit,  MI; 
Peoria,  IL  St.  Paul,  Memphis,  TN; 
Columbus,  OH;  and  Newport,  KY. 
Supporting  shippers:  Barco  Beverage 
Co.,  Inc.,  780  Marr  Road,  Columbus.  IN; 
Scott  Coimty  Dist.  Co.,  Inc.,  R.R.  6,  Box 
336,  Scottsburg,  IN;  Town  &  Country 
Bev.,  Inc.,  732  E.  Frodice  St.,  Lebanon, 

IN;  Linton  Beer  Sales,  Inc.,  317  S.  Main, 
Linton,  IN;  Salem  Beverage  Co.,  Inc.,  309 
S.  Water  St.,  Salem,  IN;  Coliimbus 
Beverage,  Inc.,  1125 11th,  Box  49, 
Columbus,  IN;  Vermillion  Beverage,  Inc., 
105  Blackmaw  St.,  Clinton,  IN. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  5.  Send  protests  to:  Consumer 
Assistance  Center,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Post  Office  Box  17150,  Fort 
Worth.  TX  76102. 

MC  31799  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  HELLMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Houghton,  lA  52631. 
Representative:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  P.O. 
Box  279,  Ottumwa,  lA  52501.  Metal 
Products  and  Machinery  between  Lee 
County,  LA  and  Calhoun  County,  AL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  MT.  Supporting  shipper  Anchor 
Metals.  P.O.  Box  305,  Ft.  Madison,  lA 
52627. 

MC  60271  (Sub-5-8TA).  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  HARPER  TRUCK 
LII^,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  288,  Monroe,  LA 
71201.  Representative:  Sherri  L  Roberts 
(same  as  above).  General  Commodities 
(except  Classes  A  and  B  Explosives),  to 
and  between  points  and  places  within 
500  mile  radius  of  Monroe,  LA. 
Supporting  shippers:  7. 

MC  128901  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  SUNLINE,  LTD., 

8515  Greenville  Avenue,  Suite  N-207, 
Dallas,  TX  75243.  Representative:  J.  S. 
Pate,  Jr.  (same  as  applicant).  Oilfield 
casing,  tubing,  and  wellhead  products 
between  Houston,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  LA,  and  their 
conunercial  zones.  Supporting  shipper 
Cactus  Pipe  &  Supply,  bic.,  P.O.  Box 
24069,  Houston,  TX  77013. 

MC  148479  (Sub-5-5TA)  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant;  MIDWEST 
SOLVENTS  COMPANY.  INC.,  1300 
Main  Street,  Atchison,  KS  66002. 
Representative:  Kenneth  E.  Smith  (same 
as  applicant).  Contract,  Irregular 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
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unusual  value.  Class  A  S' B  explasives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  Terre  Haute,  IN, 
Springfield,  IL,  Kansas  City,  KS,  Kcuisas 
City,  MO  and  Atchison,  KS.  Supporting 
shipper  The  Pillsbury  Company,  608 
Second  Avenue  SouUi,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402. 

MC 151819  (Sub-5-2lTA),  filed 
October  20. 1981.  AppUcant:  CARGO 
MASTER,  INC.,  917  S.  Harwood,  Dallas, 
TX  75201.  Representative:  Jackson 
Salasky,  917  S.  Harwood.  Dallas,  TX 
75201.  Waste  paper,  &om  points  in  TX  to 
Galveston,  TX.  Supporting  shipperjs): 
Consolidated  Fibers,  Inc.,  2722  Aleunao 
St.,  Dallas.  TX  75221. 

MC  152572  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  BILL  J.  BILLINGS, 
d.b.a.  BILLINGS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  393,  Nocona,  TX 
76255.  Representative:  James  R.  Boyd, 
1000  Perry  Brooks  Building,  Austin,  TX 
78701.  Contract,  irregular;  plastic 
products  fi'om  Ava  and  Newburg,  MO, 
to  Nocona,  TX,  under  continuing 
contract  with  Nocona  Athletic  Goods, 
Inc.,  of  Nocona.  TX. 

MC  156785  (Sub-5-TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  M.T.S..  INC.,  347  N. 
James  Street,  Kansas  City,  KS  66118. 
Representative:  Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr., 

1221  Baltimore  Ave.,  Suite  600,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64105-1961.  Wrecked  and 
disabled  trucks,  tractors  and  trailers, 
between  points  in  AR,  CO.  lA  KS,  MO, 
NE  and  OK.  Supporting  shipper(s): 

There  are  13  supporting  shippers. 

MC  158101  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  DIRECT  DELIVERY 
SERVICE.  INC.,  4204  N.E.  14th  Street, 
Des  Moines,  LA  50313.  Representative: 
Richard  D.  Howe.  Myers,  Knox  &  Hart, 
600  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  Foam  rubber  and  foam  rubber 
products,  between  Omaha,  NE,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Eldora,  Des 
Moines,  and  Jefierson,  LA.  Supporting 
shipper.  Clark  Foam  F^oducts  Corp^ 

3838  Greuit  Street,  Omaha,  NE  68111. 

MC  158708  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  BEST-WAY  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188,  Richmond,  MO 
64085.  Representative:  Marshall  D. 
Becker,  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Road, 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  Materials,  equipment, 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  and  repair  of  electrical 
applicances,  equipment  and  parts 
thereto,  television:  radios,  stereos,  tape 
recorders,  computers,  calculators, 
security  systems,  cabinet  speakers, 
stereo  speakers  and  videotape 
equipment  between  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
Supporting  shipper:  Zenith  Radio 
Corporation,  1900  North  Austin  Avenue, 
Chicago,  IL  60639. 


The  following  applications  were  filed  * 
in  region  6.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  region  6  motor 
carrier  board.  P.O.  Box  7413,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94120. 

MC  158650  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant  CBR 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  62895  Eagle 
Road,  Bend,  OR  97701.  Representative: 
David  C.  White,  2400  SW..  Fourth  Ave., 
Portland  OR  97201.  Malt  beverages  and 
empty  malt  beverage  containers, 
between  points  in  Wasco  County  OR,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  Los  Angeles.  Solano  and  Yolo 
Counties  CA,  for  270  days.  A 
corresponding  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s)  Neel 
Distributing  of  Columbia  Basin,  Inc., 

2200  West  2nd  St,  The  Dalles  OR  97058. 

MC  144756  (Sub-6-4TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  DEDICATED 
TRUCKING  CORP.,  P.O.B.  1383, 

Chehalis,  WA  98532.  Representative: 
Henry  C.  Winters,  525  Evergreen  Bldg., 
Renton.  WA  98055-3259.  Contract 
carrier,  irregular  routes:  Food  and 
related  products  from  points  in  the 
commercial  zone  of  American  Falls,  ID, 
to  points  in  the  commercial  zone  of 
Portland,  OR,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Viking  IntemationaL 
Inc.  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Viking  International,  Inc.,  200  S.W. 
Market  St,  Suite  980,  Portland  OR  97201. 

MC  144756  (Sub-&-5TA).  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  DEDICATED 
TRUCKING  CORP.,  P.O.B.  1383, 
Chehalis,  WA  98532.  Representative: 
Henry  C.  Winters,  525  Evergreen  Bldg., 
Renton,  WA  98055-3259.  Contract 
carrier;  irregular  routes:  Farm  and 
garden  supplies  and  related  products 
between  points  in  CA,  ID,  OR.  UT  and 
WA,  under  continuing  contractfs]  with 
The  Chas.  H.  Lilly  Co.  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper.  The  Chas.  H.  Lilly 
Co.,  7737  N.E.  Killingsworth  St,  Portland 
OR  97218. 

MC  134060  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  October 

15. 1981.  Applicant:  DOMAN-MARPOLE 
TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  435  Trunk  Road, 
Third  Floor,  Duncan,  British  Columbia, 
CD  V9L  2P8.  Representative:  Henry  C. 
Winters,  525  Evergreen  Building,  Renton, 
WA  98055-3259.  Crystal  sodium 
chlorate  firom  ports  of  entry  located  on 
the  international  boimdary  line  between 
the  U.S.  and  CD  located  in  WA  to  points 
in  Natrona  County,  WY,  and  Fresno 
Coimty,  CA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper  Erco  Industries,  Limited,  No.  2 
Gibbs  Road,  Islington,  Ontario,  Ccmada 
MOB  IRI. 

MC  158855  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  October 

16. 1981.  AppUcant:  HUGH  T.  EBMEYER 
d.b.a.  EBMEYER  CHARTER  SERVICE, 
19522  Shasta  Rd.,  Apple  VaUey,  CA 


92307.  Representative:  Donald  R. 

Hedrick,  POB  4334,  Santa  Ana.  CA 
92702.  Passengers  with  their  baggage,  in 
the  same  vehicle^  in  special  or  charter 
operations,  in  round-trip  service 
beginning  and  ending  at  Victorville  and 
Barstow,  CA,  and  extending  to  points  in 
Clark  County,  NV,  for  180  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  90  days  authority. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  nine 
supporting  witnesses.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  Regional  ofiice 
Usted  above. 

MC  152247  (Sub-6-14TA).  October  19, 
1981.  AppUcant:  KOHLER  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  4521 W  Produce  Plaza,  Ste  14,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90058.  Representative: 

Eldon  R.  Clawson,  1222  Via  Del  Sol.  San 
Dimas,  CA  91773.  Contract,  irregular 
heating  and  air  conditioning  equipment 
to  Denver,  CO,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 

FuUerton,  CA.  Phoenix,  AZ,  Portland, 

OR,  Sacramento,  CA  and  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT,  from  Columbus.  OH,  Fort  Worth, 

TX,  MarshaUtown,  lA  and  Stuttgart,  AR. 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Lennox 
Industries,  Inc.  of  Richardson.  TX  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper.  Lennox 
Industries.  Inc.,  1600  Promenade  Bank 
Tower.  Richardson,  TX  75080. 

MC  149036  (Sub-6-5TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  AppUcant:  MAHAFFEY’S 
WAREHOUSE.  INC.,  P.O.B.  317,  Yellow 
Jacket,  CO  81335.  Representative:  James 
F.  Crosby,  7363  Pacific  St..  Suite  210B, 
Omaha,  NE  68114.  Such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in,  used,  manufactured,  or 
distributed  by  food,  agricultural,  and 
feed  business  houses,  firom  Flagstafi,  AZ 
to  points  in  and  South  of  Kern,  San 
Bernardino  and  San  Luis  Obispo 
Counties,  CA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper  Ralston  Purina  Company,  4700 
E.  Motel  Dr.,  Flagstaff,  AZ  86001. 

MC  153897  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  October 

16. 1981.  AppUcant:  MONTEZUMA 
WEST,  INC.,  11884  Ehlen  Rd.  NE, 

Aurora.  OR  97002.  Representative: 
Donna  Purdum  (same  as  applicant). 
Contract  Carrier,  irregular  routes: 
chemicals,  acids,  petroleum  products 
and  other  liquids  in  bulk  necessary  for 
the  business  of  Van  Waters  &  Rogers, 
under  continuing  contracts,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  for  270  days.  An 
underl3ring  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Van 
Waters  &  Rogers  Company,  8201  S. 

212th.  Kent,  WA  98031. 

MC  158874  (Sub-O-ITA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  OF  SERVICE,  INC., 
1400  S.  Goodrich  Blvd.,  City  of 
Commerce,  CA  90040.  Representative: 
David  P.  Christianson.  707  Wilshire 
blvd..  Suite  1800,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90017. 
Poper,  paper  products,  and  printed 
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materials,  between  points  in  CA,  UT, 

AZ,  NM,  NV,  WA,  OR,  MT,  WY,  ID  and 
CO,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shippers: 
Sears  Roebuck  &  Co.,  P.O.B.  3021, 
Terminal  Aimex,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90051; 
Alco  Gravure,  Inc.,  11041  Van  Owen, 
North  Hollywood,  CA  91605;  Xerox 
Corporation,  660  W.  Artesia  Blvd., 
Compton,  CA  90220. 

MC  70947  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  October 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  MT.  HOOD 
STAGES.  INC.,  d.b.a.  PACfflC 
TRAILWAYS,  POB 1229,  Bend.  OR 
97701.  Representative:  David  C.  White, 
2400  SW  Fourth  Ave.,  Portland,  OR 
97201.  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
round  trip  charter  and  special 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Lincoln,  Marion,  Polk, 

Tillamook  and  Yamhill  Counties,  OR, 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  HI)  for  180  days.  An  ETA  seeks 
90  days  authority.  Supporting  shippers: 
There  are  approximately  seven  shippers. 
Their  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  Regional  OfHce  listed. 

MC  158339  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  RONALD  D.  OR 
MEUNDA  E.  GEDDES  d.b.a.  R  &  M 
GEDDES  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  1372, 
Glendora,  CA  91740.  Representative: 
Ronald  D.  Geddes  (same  as  applicant). 
Contract  Carrier,  Irregular  route: 
Artificial  Xmas  Trees  St  Wreaths,  from 
Mira  Loma,  CA  to  points  in  AZ,  NV,  UT, 
WA,  OR.  CO,  TX,  NM,  for  the  account  of 
American  Tree  and  Wreath  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  American 
Tree  and  Wreath,  3401  Etiwanda  Ave., 
Mira  Loma,  CA  91752. 

MC  146724  (Sub-6-3TA).  filed  October 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  DEAN  RAPPLEYE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  204,  West  Jordan,  UT 
84084.  Representative:  Daniel  O.  Hands, 
205  W.  Touhy,  Suite  200-A,  Park  Ridge, 
IL  60068.  Meat  from  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  the  U.S.  and  CD 
in  ID,  MT  and  WA  to  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
Clackamas,  OR  and  Seattle,  WA  and 
points  in  their  commercial  zones,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Lakeside  Farm 
Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1868,  Brooks, 
Alberta,  Canada. 

MC  157654  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  October 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  GARY  MATHIS 
d.b.a.  THE  ROADRUNNERS,  P.O.  B 
21259,  Billings,  MT  59104. 
Representative:  Gary  Mathis,  1027  N 
29th,  Billings,  MT  59101.  Mudlogging 
trailers,  between  points  in  CO,  ID,  MT, 
ND,  UT,  and  WY,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper.  The  Analyst,  Inc., 
515-^  Hansen  In.,  Billings,  MT  59105. 

MC  147399  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  October 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  J.  ROBERTSON, 
INC.,  800  Carden  St.,  San  Leandro,  CA 
94577.  Representative:  Ronald  C. 


Chauvel,  100  Pined  St.,  #2550,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94111.  Contract  Carrier, 
Irregular  routes:  Pulp,  paper  or  Allied 
products  between  Newberg  and  Oregon 
City,  OR,  on  the  one  hemd,  and,  on  the 
other,  Hayward,  CA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Publishers  Paper  Co.  of 
Portland,  OR,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Publishers  Paper  Co.,  6637  S.  E. 
100th  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97266. 

MC  158823  (Sub-8-lTA),  filed- October 

16, 1981.  Applicant:  RAY  STANDARD 
TRUCKING.  8240  Sherwood  Blvd.,  Los 
Molinos,  CA  96055.  Representative: 
Raymond  G.  Standard  (same  as 
applicant).  Contract  Carrier,  Irregular 
■"outes:  Lumber  and  forest  related 
products  from  points  in  OR  and  NV  to 
Red  Bluff,  CA  under  continuing  contract 
with  Louisiana  Pacific  Corp.,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  I^uisiana 
Pacific  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  629,  Red  Bluff, 
CA. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doa  81-31648  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  703S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Antitrust  Division 

United  States  v.  Shamrock  Foods  Co.; 
Proposed  Consent  Judgment  and 
Competitive  Impact  Statement 
Thereon 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 
15  U.S.C.  section  16  (b)-(h),  that  a 
proposed  consent  jud^ent  and  a 
Competitive  Impact  Statement,  as  set 
forth  below,  have  been  filed  with  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Arizona  in  United  States  v. 
Shamrock  Foods  Company. 

The  complaint  in  this  case  alleged  that 
Shamrock  Foods  Company  conspired 
with  other  dairies  (1)  to  fix,  raise, 
maintain  and  stabilize  the  wholesale 
prices  of  dairy  products,  (2)  to  fix  the 
terms  of  discounts  on  dairy  products,  (3) 
to  submit  collusive  bids  to  public 
agencies,  and  (4)  to  allocate  customers 
for  dairy  products  in  violation  of  Section 
1  of  the  Sherman  Act. 

The  proposed  judgment  prohibits 
Shamrock  from  entering  into  any 
agreement  or  understanding  wi^  any 
other  dairy  to  fix,  raise,  maintain  or 
stabilize  prices  or  discounts,  to  submit 
collusive  bids,  or  to  allocate  markets  or 
customers  for  dairy  products  sold  at- 
wholesale  or  by  bid  in  the  State  of 
Arizona. 

The  judgment  requires  Shamrock  to 
distribute  copies  of  the  judgment  to  its 
officers  and  directors  and  to  those 


employees  with  responsibility  for 
pricing  or  sale  of  dairy  products  in 
Arizona.  It  also  requires  that  Shamrock 
institute  an  antitrust  compliance 
program  which  it  must  continue  for  five 
years  fi-om  the  date  of  the  judgment. 

Public  comment  is  invited  within  the 
statutory  60-day  comment  period.  Such 
comments  and  responses  thereto  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
filed  with  the  Court.  Comments  should 
be  directed  to  Anthony  E.  Desmond, 
Chief,  San  Francisco  Office,  Antitrust 
Division,  Department  of  Justice,  450 
Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
California  94102. 

Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations,  Antitrust  Di vision. 
Anthony  E.  Desmond,  Don  B.  Overall,  Glenda 

R.  Jermanovich,  Bernard  H.  Meyers, 

Antitrust  Division,  Department  of  Justice, 

450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  Box  36046,  Room 

16216C,  San  Francisco,  California  94102, 

Telephone:  (415)  556-0300. 

Attorneys  for  the  United  States 

U.S.  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Arizona 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Shamrock  Foods  Company,  Defendant. 

CIV  74-560  PHX-CAM. 

Filed:  October  16, 1981. 

Stipulation 

It  is  stipulated  by  and  between  the 
undersigned  parffes,  by  their  respective 
attorneys,  that: 

1.  The  parties  hereto  consent  that  a  Final 
Judgment  in  the  form  hereto  attached  may  be 
filed  and  entered  by  the  Court,  upon  motion 
of  any  party  or  upon  the  Court’s  own  motion, 
at  any  time  after  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C.  S  16).  and  without 
further  notice  to  any  party  or  any  other 
proceedings,  provided  that  plaintiff  has  not 
withdrawn  its  consent,  which  it  may  do  at 
any  time  before  the  entry  of  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  by  serving  notice  thereof  on 
defendants  and  by  filing  that  notice  with  the 
Court. 

2.  In  the  event  plaintiff  withdraws  its 
consent  or  if  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is 
not  entered  pursuant  to  this  Stipulation,  this 
Stipulation  shall  be  of  no  effect  whatever  and 
the  making  of  this  Stipulation  shall  be 
without  prejudice  to  plaintiff  or  defendants  in 
this  or  any  other  proceeding. 

Dated: 

For  the  Plaintiff:  William  F.  Baxter, 
Assistant  Attorney  General;  Joseph  H. 
Widmar,  Anthony  E.  Desmond,  Charles 
F.  B.  McAleer,  Don  B.  Overall,  Glenda  R. 
Jermanovich,  Bernard  H.  Meyers, 
Attorneys,  Department  of  Justice. 

For  the  Defendant:  Charles  R.  Hoover, 
Attorney. 

Anthony  E.  Desmond, 

Don  B.  Overall, 

Glenda  R.  Jermanovich, 

Bernard  H.  Meyers, 

Antitrust  Division, 

Department  of  Justice, 
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450  Golden  Gate  Avenue, 

Box  36046,  Room  16216C, 

San  Francisco,  California  94102, 

Telephone;  (415)  566-6300, 

Attorneys  for  the  United  States 

U.S.  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Arizona 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Shamrock  Foods  Company,  Defendant. 

CIV  74-560  PHX  CAM 

Filed:  October  16, 1981. 

Final  Judgment  as  to  Defendant  Shamrock 
Foods  Company 

(As  to  Count  I — Injunctive  Relief) 

Plaintiff,  United  States  of  America,  having 
filed  its  Complaint  herein  on  August  16, 1974,^ 
and  plaintiff  and  defendant,  by  their 
respective  attorneys,  having  each  consented 
to  the  making  and  entry  of  this  Final 
Judgment  as  to  Count  I  of  the  Complaint 
(hereinafter  “Final  Judgment”)  without  trial 
or  adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law 
herein  and  without  this  Final  Judgment 
constituting  evidence  or  admission  by 
plaintiff  or  defendant  in  respect  to  any  such 
issue; 

Now,  therefore,  before  any  testimony  has 
been  taken  herein  and  without  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  issues  of  fact  or  law 
herein,  and  upon  consent  of  the  parties  as  ' 
aforesaid,  it  is  hereby  ordered,  adjudged  and 
decreed  as  follows: 

/ 

This  Court  has  jurisdiction  of  the  subject 
matter  herein  and  of  the  parties  hereto.  The 
Complaint  in  Court  1  states  claims  upon 
which  relief  may  be  granted  against  the 
defendant  under  Section  One  of  the  Sherman 
Act.  15  U.S.C.  S  1. 

II 

As  used  in  this  Final  Judgment: 

(a)  “Person”  means  any  individual,  sole 
proprietorship,  trusteeship,  partnership, 
association,  corporation,  or  any  other 
business  or  legal  entity; 

(b)  “Dairy  products”  means  fluid 
pasteurized  and  homogenized  milk,  two 
percent  milk,  skim  milk,  chocolate  milk, 
buttermilk,  whipping  and  table  cream,  half 
and  half,  sour  cream,  yogurt,  cottage  cheese, 
ice  cream  and  ice  milk,  and  butter;  and  in 
addition  means  related  products  which  are 
not  processed  from  raw  milk  but  which  are 
regularly  marketed  by  dairies  such  as 
margarine,  non-dairy  creamers,  orange  and 
other  fruit  drinks,  sherbert,  popsicles,  and 
other  frozen  novelties; 

(c)  “Dairy”  means  any  person  which 
processes  raw  milk  into  dairy  products  and/ 
or  sells  and  distributes  dairy  products  to 
customers  such  as  grocery  stores, 
restaurants,  hotels,  schools,  hospitals, 
military  installations,  other  government 
agencies  and  home  delivery  purchasers. 

III 

The  provisions  of  the  Final  Judgment  are 
applicable  to  Shamrock  Foods  Co., 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Shamrock”,  and  to 
any  successor  entity  thereto  and  to  the 
parents,  subsidiaries,  successors  and  assigns, 
directors,  officers,  agents  and  employees  of 
defendant  Shamrock  and  to  all  persons  in 


active  concert  of  participation  with  any  of 
them  who  shall  have  received  actual  notice  of 
this  Final  Judgment  by  personal  service  or 
otherwise. 

IV 

Shamrock  as  defined  in  Section  m  above, 
shall  require,  as  a  condition  of  the  sale  or 
other  dispostion  of  all,  or  substantially  all,  of 
the  assets  of  its  dairy  business  or  dairy 
operations  within  the  State  of  Arizona  and/or 
within  the  geographic  region  which  serves 
Arizona  that  the  acquiring  party  agree  to  be 
bound  by  the  provisions  of  this  Final 
Judgment.  An  acquiring  party  subject  to  this 
provision  shall  file  with  the  Court,  and  serve 
upon  the  plaintiff,  its  consent  to  be  bound  by 
this  Final  Judgment. 

V 

Shamrock  is  enjoined  and  restrained  fixim 
directly  of  indirectly: 

(a)  ^tering  into,  maintaining  or  furthering 
any  contract,  agreement,  understanding, 
combination  or  conspiracy  to  fix,  raise, 
stabilize  or  maintain  the  wholesale  prices  of 
any  dairy  products  to  be  sold  to  any  third 
person  in  the  State  of  Arizona; 

(b)  Entering  into,  maintaining  or  furthering 
any  contract,  agreement,  understanding, 
combination  or  conspiracy  to  reduce,  fix  or 
stabilize  discounts  for  the  sale  at  wholesale 
of  any  dairy  products  offered  to  any  third 
person  in  the  State  of  Arizona; 

(c)  Entering  into,  maintaining  or  furthering 
any  contract,  agreement,  understanding, 
combination  or  conspiracy  to  submit 
collusive  or  rigged  bids  or  quotations  for  the 
sale  of  dairy  products  in  the  State  of  Arizona 
to  any  person  seeking  bids  or  quotations  such 
as  schools,  hospitals,  military  installations  or 
other  government  agencies,  federal,  state  or 
otherwise;  and 

(d)  Entering  into,  maintaining  or  furthering 
any  contract,  agreement,  understanding, 

,  combination  or  conspiracy  to  allocate 
customers,  territories  or  markets  for  the  sale 
at  wholesale  of  any  dairy  products  in  the 
State  of  Arizona. 

VI 

Shamrock  is  enjoined  and  restrained  fi'om 
communicating  to  or  exchanging  with  any 
other  dairy  any  actual  or  proposed  prices, 
price  lists,  price  changes,  or  other  terms  or 
conditions  of  sale  at  or  upon  which  any  dairy 
product  is  to  be  or  has  been  sold  at  wholesale 
in  the  State  of  Arizona.  Provided,  however, 
that  the  defendant  may  (a)  communicate  such 
information  with  a  person  acting  as  a 
distributor  of  the  defendant's  dairy  products 
pursuant  to  a  bona  fide  distributorship 
agreement;  and  (b)  solely  in  connection  with 
a  proposed  or  actual  bona  fide  sales 
transaction,  quote  to  any  person  a  price  and 
other  applicable  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
for  a  specific  dairy  product. 

VII 

Shamrock  is  ordered  and  directed  to: 

(a)  Furnish  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
date  of  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  a  copy 
thereof  to  each  of  its  officers  and  directors, 
and  to  each  of  its  employees  and  agents  who 
have  responsibility  for  or  authority  over  the 
pricing  or  sale  in  die  State  of  Arizona  of  dairy 
products  at  wholesale  and/or  for  the 


determination  or  submission  of  bids  or 
quotations  to  persons  seeking  bids  or 
quotations  such  as  schools,  hospitals, 
military  installations  or  other  government 
agencies,  federal,  state  or  otherwise; 

(b)  Furnish  a  copy  of  this  Final  Judgment  to 
each  successor  to  those  officers,  directors, 
employees,  or  agents  described  in  Paragraph 
(a)  of  this  Section,  within  thirty  (30)  days 
after  such  successor  is  employed  by  or 
become  associated  with  Shamrock; 

(c)  File  with  this  Court  and  with  plaintiff 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  the  date  of  entry 
of  this  Final  Judgment,  an  affidavit  as  to  the 
fact  and  manner  of  its  compliance  with 
Paragraph  (a)  of  this  Section;  and 

(d)  Obtain  fi^m  each  officer,  director, 
employee  and  agent  served  with  a  copy  of 
this  Final  Judgment  pursuant  to  Paragraph  (a) 
of  the  Section,  and  ^m  each  successor  to 
each  such  officer,  director,  employee  and 
agent  served  with  a  copy  of  this  Final 
Judgment  pursuant  to  Paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  a  written  statement  evidencing  such 
person's  receipt  of  a  copy  of  this  Final 
Judgment;  and  to  retain  such  statement  in  its 
files. 

VIII 

(A)  Shamrock  shall  advise  each  of  its 
officers  and  employees  who  have 
responsibility  for  or  authority  over  the 
establishment  of  wholesale  prices  for  dairy 
products  for  use  in  the  State  of  Arizona  and/ 
or  the  determination  and  submission  of  bids 
or  quotations  to  persons  seeking,  bids  or 
quotations  for  dairy  product  contracts  in  or 
for  the  State  of  Arizona,  such  as  schools, 
hospitals,  military  installations  or  other 
government  agencies,  federal,  state  or 
otherwise,  of  it  and  their  obligations  under 
this  Final  Judgment.  For  a  period  of  five  (5) 
years  from  the  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment, 
Shamrock  shall  maintain  a  program  to  insure 
compliance  with  this  Final  Judgment,  which 
program  shall  include  at  a  minimum  the 
following  with  respect  to  each  of  the  persons 
described  immediately  above: 

(1)  The  armual  distribution  to  them  of  this 
Final  Judgment; 

(2)  The  annual  submission  to  them  of  a 
written  directive  setting  forth  the  defendant’s 
policy  regarding  compliance  with  the 
Sherman  Act  and  wi^  this  Final  Judgment, 
with  such  directive  to  include  (a)  an 
admonition  that  non-compliance  with  such 
policy  and  this  Final  Jud^ent  will  result  in 
appropriate  disciplinary  action  determined 
by  the  defendant  and  which  may  include 
dismissal,  and  (bj  advice  that  the  defendant’s 
legal  advisors  are  available  at  all  reasonable 
times  to  confer  with  such  persons  regarding 
any  compliance  questions  or  problems; 

(3)  the  imposition  of  a  requirement  that 
each  of  them  sign  and  submit  to  his  employer, 
once  a  year,  a  certificate  in  substantially  the 
following  form: 

"The  undersigned  hereby  (1)  acknowledges 
receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  1981  y^zona  Milk 
Final  Judgment  and  a  written  directive  setting 
forth  the  Company  policy  regarding 
compliance  with  the  antitrust  laws  and  with 
such  Final  Judgment,  (2)  represents  that  the 
undersigned  has  read  and  understands  such 
Final  Judgment  and  directive,  (3) 
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acknowledges  that  the  undersigned  has  been 
advised  and  understands  that  non- 
compliance  with  such  policy  and  Final 
Judgment  will  result  in  appropriate 
disciplinary  measines  determined  by  the 
company  and  which  may  include  dismissal, 
and  (4)  acknowledges  that  the  undersigned 
has  beien  advised  and  understands  that  non- 
compliance  with  the  Final  Judgment  may  also 
result  in  conviction  for  contempt  of  court  and 
imprisonment  and/or  fine”; 

(4)  The  holding  of  one  or  more  meetings 
with  them  to  review  the  terms  of  this  Final 
Judgment  and  the  obligations  it  imposes,  with 
such  meetings  to  be  arranged  and  conducted 
so  that  each  of  them  attends  at  least  one  such 
meeting  within  each  twelve-month  period; 
and 

(B)  For  a  period  of  five  (S)  years  from  the 
entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  Shamrock  shall 
file  with  the  plantiff  and  under  seal  with  die 
Court,  on  or  before  the  anniversary  date  of 
this  Final  Judgment,  a  sworn  statement  by  a 
responsible  official  designated  by  die 
defendant  to  perfonn  such  duties,  setting 
forth  all  steps  it  has  taken  during  the 
preceding  year  to  discharge  its  obligations 
under  this  Section  VIII.  This  statement  shall 
be  accompanied  by  copies  of  all  written 
directives  issued  by  Shamrock  concerning  the 
manner  of  compliance  with  Paragraph  A  of 
this  Section  VIIL 

IX 

Upon  motitm  of  the  {daintiff  or  upon  this 
Court's  own  motion,  responsible  officials  of 
Shamrock  may  from  time  to  time  be  ordered 
to  appear  before  this  Court  to  give  sworn 
testimony  relating  to  Shamrock's  manner  of 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Final 
Judgment 

X 

For  the  purposes  of  determining  or  securing 
compliance  with  this  Final  Judgment,  and 
subject  to  any  legally  recognized  privilege, 
from  time  to  time: 

(a)  Duly  authorized  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  shall,  upon  written 
request  of  the  Attorney  General  or  of  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the 
Antitrust  Division,  and  on  reasonable  notice 
to  Shamrock  made  to  its  principal  office,  be 
permitted: 

(1)  Access  during  Shamrock's  office  hours 
to  inspect  and  copy  all  books,  ledgers, 
accounts,  correspondence,  memoranda,  and 
other  records  and  documents  in  possession  or 
under  the  control  of  Shamrock,  who  may 
have  counsel  present,  relating  to  any  matters 
contained  in  this  Final  Judgment,  and; 

(2)  Subject  to  the  reasonable  convenience 
of  Shamrock  and  without  restraint  or 
interference  finm  it,  to  interview  officers, 
employees,  and  agents  of  Siamrock,  who 
may  have  counsel  present,  regarding  any 
such  matters. 

(b)  Upon  the  written  request  of  the 
Attorney  General  or  of  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Antitrust 
Division  made  to  Shamrock's  principal  office, 
Shamrock  shall  submit  such  written  reports, 
under  oath  if  requested,  with  respect  to  any 
of  die  matters  contained  in  this  Final 
Judgment  as  may  be  requested. 

(c)  No  information  or  documents  obtained 
by  the  means  provided  in  this  Section  X  shall 


be  divulged  by  any  representative  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  any  person  other 
than  a  duly  authorized  representative  of  the 
Executive  Branch  of  the  United  States,  except 
in  the  course  of  legal  proceedings  to  which 
the  United  States  is  a  party,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  oomplianoe  %vith  this 
Final  Judgment  or  as  othenvise  required  by 
law.  If  at  the  time  information  or  documents 
are  furnished  by  Shamrock  to  plaintiff. 
Shamrock  rejmsents  and  identifies  in  writing 
the  material  in  any  such  information  or 
documents  to  which  a  claim  of  protection 
may  be  asserted  under  Rule  26(cH7}  of  the 
Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure,  and  marks 
eadi  pertinent  page  of  such  luatmial, 

“Subject  to  claim  of  protection  under  Rule 
26(c)(7)  of  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure,”  then  ten  (10)  days  notice  shall  be 
given  by  plaintiff  to  Shannock  prior  to 
divulging  such  material  in  any  legal 
proceeding  (other  than  a  Grand  Jury 
proceeding)  to  whidi  Shamrock  is  not  a 
party. 

XI 

Jurisdiction  is  retained  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  any  of  the  parties  to  this  Final 
Judgment  to  apply  to  this  Court  at  any  time 
for  such  further  orders  and  directions  as  may 
be  necessary  or  appreciate  for  the 
construction  or  co^lianoe  thnewith  and 
punishment  61  any  violatioa  of  any  of  the 
provisions  contained  herein. 

XII 

This  Final  Judgment  shall  be  in  force  and 
effect  for  a  period  of  ten  (10)  years  from  file 
date  of  entry. 

xm 

The  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  is  in  the 
public  interest. 

Dated: 


United  States  District  Judge 

Anthony  E.  flesmond, 

Don  B.  Overall, 

Glenda  R.  Jermanovich, 

Bernard  H.  Meyers, 

Antitrust  Division, 

Department  of  Jnstioe, 

450  Golden  Gate  Avenue, 

Box  36046,  Room  162160. 

San  Francisco,  CaliftHuia  94102, 

Telephone:  (415)  S56-630a 
Attorneys  for  the  United  States 

U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Oistnet  of  Arizona 
United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Shamrock  Foods  Company,  Defendant. 

CIV  74-560  PHX  CAM 
Filed:  October  16. 1981. 

Competitive  Impact  Statement 
Pursuant  to  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C. 

§  16(b)),  the  United  States  hereby  submits 
this  Competitive  Inqiact  Statement  relatfrig  to 
the  proposed  consent  judgment  submitted  for 
entry  in  this  dvil  antitrust  proceeding. 

/.  Nature  of  the  Proceeding 
On  August  16, 1974,  the  United  States  filed 
a  three  count  civil  complaint  under  Section  4 


of  the  Sherman  Act,  Section  4A  of  the 
Clayton  Act  (15  U.S.C.  S§  4  and  15a)  and 
under  the  False  Claims  Act  (31  U.SC.  S§  231- 
233)  against  defendant  ^amrock  Foods 
Company  and  against  Borden,  Inc.,  Carnation 
Company  and  Foremost-McKesson,  Inc.  The 
Comifiiant  alleged  that  beginning  sometime 
prior  to  1966  the  defendants  engaged,  along 
with  unnamed  co-oon^irators,  in  a 
combination  and  conspiracy  in  imreasonable 
restraint  of  interstate  trade  and  commerce 
the  substantial  terms  of  which  were:  (a)  to 
fix,  raise,  stabilize  and  maintain  the  prices  of 
dairy  products  sold  to  their  wholesale 
customers;  (b)  to  reduce,  fix  and  stabilize 
discounts  for  file  sale  of  dairy  products  to 
certain  customen;  (c)  to  submit  collusive  and 
rigged  bids  for  fiie  sale  of  dairy  products  to 
customers  seddng  bids  such  as  schools, 
hospitals,  military  installations  and  other 
government  agencies;  and  (d)  to  allocate 
among  themselves  customers  for  the  sale  of 
dairy  products. 

In  a  federal  grand  jury  indictment,  also 
filed  on  August  16, 1^4,  the  same  corporate 
defendants  and  certain  of  their  employees 
were  charged  with  a  criminal  violation  of  the 
Sherman  Act,  arising  out  of  the  same  alleged 
conspiracy.  All  defendants  in  the  criminal 
case  were  permitted  to  enter  pleas  of  nolo 
contendere.  In  February  1975  United  States 
District  Court  Judge  Carl  A.  Muedee 
sentenced  the  corporate  defendants  to  pay  a 
fine  of  $50,000  each.  In  February  1975  and 
January  1976  the  individual  defendants 
receiv^  sentences  of  fines  and  probation 
whidi  were  subsequently  reduced  because 
defendants  had  fulfilled  an  ''alternative'' 
program  of  supplying  milk  to  and  working  for 
charitable  organizations. 

Counts  n  and  III  of  the  civil  complaint, 
which  pertained  to  the  damages  incurred  by 
the  United  States  and  to  the  False  Claims 
Act,  were  termiiuted  in  July  1977  when 
defendants  Borden,  lnc„  Carnation  Company 
and  Foremost^yfdCesson,  Inc  agreed  to  pay  a 
total  of  $300,000  and  in  July  1979  when 
defendant  Shamrock  Foods  Cmnpany  agreed 
to  pay  $225,000  to  the  United  States  in 
settlement. 

On  March  31, 1980,  Count  I  was  dismissed 
as  to  defendants  Carnation  Company  and 
Foremost-McKesson,  Inc,  because  existing 
nationwide,  perpetual  consent  judgments 
contained  all  the  injunctions  which  the 
government  wodd  have  sought  to  obtain 
against  them  tmder  Count  I. 

On  June  1, 1981,  a  consent  judgment  as  to 
Coimt  I  of  the  civil  case  was  entered  against 
defendant  Borden,  Inc. 

Count  I  will  be  terminated  as  to  defendant 
Shamrock  Foods  Company  by  entry  by  the 
Court  of  the  proposed  consent  judgment, 
except  insofar  as  file  Court  will  retain 
jurisdiction  over  the  matter  for  possible 
further  proceedings  which  may  be  required  to 
interpret,  modify  or  enforce  the  judgment,  or 
to  punish  alleged  violations  of  the  provisions 
of  the  judgment. 

II.  Description  of  Practices  Involved  in  the 
Alleged  Violation 

Within  the  time  period  covered  by  the 
complaint,  each  of  the  four  defendant 
corporation  was  engaged  in  the  business  of 
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processing  and  selling  dairy  products  in 
Arizona.  Their  total  sales  in  1973  in  Arizona 
were  approximately  $80  million,  which 
accounted  for  approximately  90  percent  of 
the  total  sales  of  dairy  products  by  dairies  in 
Arizona. 

The  government  would  have  been  prepared 
to  prove  at  trial  that  defendant  Shamrock 
Foods  Company  (hereinafter  "Shamrock”) 
and  the  other  corporate  defendants,  through 
their  employees,  had  frequent 
communications  and  meetings  about  various 
aspects  of  the  dairy  business.  Evidence 
would  have  been  offered  that,  at  various 
times  during  thq  alleged  conspiracy, 
defendants’  employees  met,  discussed,  and 
agreed  on  raising  wholesale  prices  to  their 
customers.  Evidence  would  also  have  been 
offered  to  prove  that  defendants’  employees 
agreed  to  limit  discounts  to  certain 
customers.  The  government  was  also 
prepared  to  prove  that  on  several  occasions, 
representatives  of  the  defendant  corporations 
met,  discussed  and  reached  an  imderstanding 
as  to  who  would  be  the  successful  bidder  on 
contracts  being  offered  by  public  agencies 
(federal,  state  and  local]  and  that  there 
existed  an  agreement  among  the  defendants 
to  divide  the  public  agency  business,  among 
themselves  pursuant  to  discussions  among 
their  representatives. 

According  to  the  complaint,  the  alleged 
conspiracy  had  the  following  effects:  (a) 
competition  between  and  among  the 
defendants  and  co-conspirators  in  Arizona 
had  been  restrained;  (b)  purchasers  of  dairy 
products  in  Arizona  had  been  deprived  of 
free  and  open  competition  in  the  sale  of  dairy 
products;  and  (c)  wholesale  prices  of  dairy 
products  in  Arizona  hpd  been  raised,  bxed 
and  maintained  at  artificial  and 
noncompetitive  levels. 

Shamrock,  in  its  formal  pleadings  filed  in 
the  case,  denied  all  the  allegations  in  the 
government’s  complaint  and  was  prepared  to 
dispute  the  evidnece  to  be  offered  by  the 
government  at  a  trial. 

III.  Explanation  of  the  proposed  Consent 
Judgment 

The  United  States  and  Shamrock  have 
stipulated  that  the  proposed  consent 
judgment,  which  is  in  a  form  negotiated  by 
the  parties,  may  be  entered  by  the  Court  at 
any  time  after  compliance  with  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act.  The  stipulation 
between  the  parties  provides  that  there  has 
been  no  admission  by  any  party  with  respect 
to  any  issue  of  fact  or  law.  Under  the 
provisions  of  Section  2(e]  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act,  entry  of  the 
proposed  judgment  by  the  Court  is 
conditioned  upon  a  determination  by  the 
Court  that  the  judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

A.  Prohibited  Conduct 

The  proposed  judgment  will  expire  ten 
years  ^m  the  date  of  its  entry  and  prohibits 
Shamrock  from  entering  into,  maintaining  or 
furthering  any  agreements  or  arrangements  to 
fix,  raise,  stabilize  or  maintain  the  wholesale 
prices  of  or  to  reduce,  fix  or  stabilize 
discounts  for  any  dairy  products  to  be  sold  to 
any  third  person.  The  judgment  prohibits 
Shamrock  from  entering  into,  maintaining  or 
furthering  any  agreement  to  submit  collusive 


bids  to  schools,  hospitals,  military 
installations  or  other  government  agencies  in 
the  State  of  Arizona.  The  judgment  also 
prohibits  Shamrock  from  agreeing  to  allocate 
customers,  territories  or  markets  for 
wholesale  sales  of  dairy  products  in  Arizona. 

Shamrock  is  further  enjoined  fix)m 
communicating  to  or  exchanging  with  any 
other  dairy  the  prices  or  other  terms  or 
conditions  of  sale  upon  which  any  dairy 
product  is  to  be  or  has  been  sold  at  wholesale 
in  Arizona. 

B.  Required  Conduct 

For  the  purpose  of  notifying  all  responsible 
employees  of  the  prohibitions  of  the 
jud^ent.  Shamrock  is  required,  within  30 
days  of  the  entry  of  the  judgment,  to  serve  a 
copy  of  the  jud^ent  on  each  of  its  directors 
and  officers,  and  upon  each  of  its  employees 
or  agents  who  have  any  responsibility  for  the 
pricing  or  sale  of  dairy  products  in  the  State 
of  Arizona  at  wholesale  or  by  bid.  If  new 
employees  are  hired  in  these  positions  in  the 
future,  Shamrock  must  also  serve  a  copy  of 
the  judgment  on  these  new  employees. 
Requiring  the  defendant  to  give  such  notice  to 
its  responsible  personnel  serves  two 
purposes:  it  enables  the  affected  employees 
to  imow  what  activities  they  are  prohibited 
fi'om  engaging  in,  and  it  facilitates 
prosecution  for  criminal  contempt  of  those 
employees  who  disregard  the  provisions  of 
the  judgment. 

The  judgment  further  requires  Shamrock  to 
maintain,  for  a  period  of  five  years,  a 
program  to  insure  compliance  with  the 
jud^ent.  At  a  minimum,  the  program  must 
include:  (1)  the  annual  distribution  of  the 
judgment  to  the  officers  and  other  company 
employees  described  above;  (2)  the  aimual 
submission  to  these  officers  and  employees 
of  a  directive  setting  forth  the  defendant’s 
policy  for  compliance  with  the  Sherman  Act 
and  mis  judgment,  with  a  warning  that  non- 
compliance  will  result  in  disciplinary  action 
and  advice  that  defendant’s  legal  advisors 
are  available  to  answer  any  questions 
concerning  compliance;  (3)  the  annual 
submission  by  each  of  these  officers  and 
employees  of  a  certificate  acknowledging 
that  he  or  she  has  received  and  understands 
the  judgment  and  the  directive;  and  (4) 
annual  meetings  for  these  officers  and 
employees  to  review  the  terms  of  the 
jud^ent  and  the  obligations  it  imposes.  Each 
year  for  a  period  of  five  years,  a  responsible 
official  of  the  defendant  is  also  required  to 
file  with  the  plaintiff  and  under  seal  with  the 
Court,  a  sworn  statement  setting  forth  all  the 
steps  it  has  taken  during  the  preceding  year 
to  discharge  these  obligations,  along  with 
copies  of  all  directives  issued  by  the 
company  in  compliance  with  this  judgment 
Such  officials  may  also  be  required  to  give 
sworn  testimony  before  the  Court  relating  to 
defendant’s  manner  of  compliance. 

If  Shamrock  sells  all  or  substantially  all  of 
its  assets  of  its  dairy  business  in  Arizona,  the 
judgment  compels  the  defendant  to  require 
the  acquiring  party  to  be  bound  by  the 
provisions  of  the  judgment  and  to  file  with 
the  Court  and  the  plaintiff  its  written  consent 
to  be  bound  by  the  judgment. 

Under  the  proposed  judgment,  the 
Department  of  Justice  is  given  access  to  the 
files  and  records  of  the  defendant  corporation 


for  the  purpose  of  examining  such  records  for 
compliance  or  non-compliance  with  the 
jud^ent. 

IV.  Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Consent 
Judgment 

The  proposed  judgment  is  the  product  of 
lengthy  negotiations.  In  accordance  with  the 
Antitrust  Division’s  policy  and  with  past 
consent  judgments  against  other  dairy 
companies  in  various  parts  of  the  country,  the 
government  originally  sought  a  nationwide 
judgment.  The  government  also  sought  a 
jud^ent  not  limited  to  the  wholesale  and 
bid  markets.  However,  since  the  conspiracy 
alleged  by  the  government  involved  price¬ 
fixing  and  customer  allocation  in  wholesale 
and  bid  markets,  and  since  the  evidence  the 
government  would  adduce  at  trial  was 
limited  to  the  State  of  Arizona,  the  parties 
agreed  to  limit  the  judgment  to  bids  and 
wholesale  sales  in  the  State  Arizona. 

V.  Remedies  Available  to  Potential  Private 
Plaintiffs 

Section  4  of  the  Clayton  Act  (15  U.S.C. 

S  15)  provides  that  any  person  who  has  been 
injured  as  a  result  of  conduct  prohibited  by 
the  antitrust  laws  may  bring  suit  in  federal 
court  to  recover  three  times  the  damages  such 
person  has  suffered,  as  well  as  costs  and 
reasonable  attorney’s  fees.  Following  the 
filing  of  the  government’s  complaint  in  this 
action,  several  lawsuits  were  brought  on 
behalf  of  various  classes  of  persons  allegedly 
injured  as  a  result  of  the  violation  of  the 
antitrust  laws  alleged  in  the  government’s 
suit.  These  lawsuits  are  pending  before  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Arizona  under  the  caption  In  Re  Arizona 
Dairy  Products  Litigation,  Civ.  No.  74-569-A 
PHX  CAM.  The  plaintiffs  in  these  actions  and 
any  other  potential  plaintiffs  will  retain  the 
same  rights  to  seek  monetary  damages  and 
equitable  remedies  that  they  would  have  had 
if  the  proposed  judgment  had  not  been 
entered.  However,  pursuant  to  Section  5(a)  of 
the  Clayton  Act,  as  amended  15  U.S.C. 

S  16(a),  the  judgment  may  not  be  used  as 
prima  facie  evidence  in  private  litigation. 

VI.  Procedures  Available  for  Modification  of 
the  Proposed  Judgment 

As  provided  by  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act  any  person  believing  that 
the  proposed  judginent  should  be  modified 
may  submit  written  comments  to  Anthony  E. 
Desmond,  Department  of  Justice,  Antitrust 
Division,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San 
Francisco,  California  94102,  within  the  60-day 
period  provided  by  the  Act  The  comments 
and  the  government’s  responses  to  them  will 
be  filed  with  the  Court  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  All  comments  will  be  given 
due  consideration  by  the  Department  of 
Justice,  which  remains  free  to  withdraw  its 
consent  to  the  proposed  judgment  at  any  time 
prior  to  its  enh^  if  it  should  determine  that 
some  modification  of  the  judgment  is 
necessary  to  the  public  interest  ’The 
proposed  judgment  itself  provides  that  the 
Court  will  retain  jurisdiction  over  this  action, 
and  that  the  parties  may  apply  to  the  Court 
for  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropriate  for  the  modification  or 
enforcement  of  the  judgment 
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VII.  Determination  Documents 

No  materials  and  documents  of  the  type 
described  in  Section  2(b]  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (IS  U.S.C 
§  16(b])  were  considered  in  formulating  this 
proposed  judgment. 

Dated: 

Don  B.  Overall.  Glenda  R.  Jennanovich, 
Bernard  H.  Meyers,  Attorneys,  U.S. 
Department  of  Justice. 

(PR  Doc.  81-3175S  Filed  10-30-81:  B:4S  an^ 

BILLING  CODE  4410-0t-M 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (81-75)] 

NASA  Advisory  Council;  Asronautics 
Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 

agency:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

ACnON:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub. 

L  92-463,  as  amended,  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
announces  a  forthcoming  meeting  of  the 
NASA  Advisory  Council,  Aeronautics 
Advisory  Committee,  Informal  Advisory 
Subcommittee  on  Aeronautical 
Propulsion  Technology. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  November  17. 1981.  8:30 
a.m.  to  5  November  18, 1981,  8:30 
a.ra.  to  5  p.m.:  November  19, 1981,  8:30 
am.  to  12  Noon. 

ADDRESS:  NASA  Lewis  Researdi 
Center,  Administration  Building,  Room 
215,  21000  Brookpaiic  Road,  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Mr.  Cecil  C  Rosen,  lU.  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration, 
Code  RTP-6,  Washington,  DC  20546 
(202/755-2243). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  WFORMATION:  The 

Informed  Advisory  Subcommittee  on 
Aeronautical  Propulsion  Technology 
was  established  to  assist  the  NASA  in 
identifying  and  examining  advanced 
propulsion  tedinology  requirements  for 
fyture  aeronautical  vehicles  and  to 
recommend  program  additions, 
deletions,  m  changes  in  scope  or 
emphasis  that  may  be  found  necessary 
to  support  the  overall  NASA 
aeronautical  research  and  technology 
objectives.  The  Chairperson  is  Dr. 
Maurice  Shank  and  there  are  eleven 
members  on  the  Subcommittee.  Hie 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  up  to 
the  seating  capacity  of  die  room 
(approximately  60  persons  including  die 
Subcommittee  members  and 
participants). 

Type  of  meeting:  Open. 


Agenda: 

November  17, 1961 

8:30  ajn. — ^Review  of  the  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Engineering  Board  Fuels  Activities. 

10  a.m. — ^Review  O^ing  and  Planned  Basic 
Propeller  Research. 

12:30  p.in. — Review  of  Engine  Seals  and  Rotor 
Dynamics  Programs. 

2  p.m. — Review  of  Computational  Fluid 
Dynamics  for  Turbomachinery  Program. 

5  p.m. — ^Adjourn. 

November  18, 1981 

8:30  a.m. — ^Review  Propulsion  Controls 
Research  Pro^am. 

10  a.m. — Review  Plans  for  Stall  Recovery 
Research. 

1  p.m. — ^Review  Status  of  High  Pressure 
Facility. 

5  p.m. — Adjourn. 

November  19, 1981 

8:30  a.m. — Committee  Discussion  and 
Formulation  of  Recommendations. 

12  Noon — ^Adjourn. 

Russell  Ritchie, 

October  27, 1981. 

Associate  Administrator  for  External 

Relations. 

{FR  Doc.  81-31610  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7510-01-M 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Advisory  Coimnittee  for  Policy 
Research  and  Analysis  and  Science 
Resources  Studies;  Meethig 

In  accordance  with  die  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
as  amended,  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Committee  for  Policy 
Research  and  Analysis  and  Scienoe 
Resources  Studies 

Date  and  time:  November  12, 1981 — 9:00  am. 
to  5fl0  p.m.  November  13, 1981 — 9:00  a.in. 
to  3:00  p.m. 

Place:  November  12-13, 1981,  Room  540, 
National  Science  Foundation,  1800  G 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20550 
Type  of  meeting;  Open 
Contact  person;  Ms.  Sha.ron  Dyer.  Division  of 
.  Science  Resources  Studies,  Directorate  for 
Scientific.  Technological,  and  International 
Affairs,  Room  L-611,  National  Science 
Foundation,  Washington,  D.C.  20550. 
Telephone  (202)  834-4790.  Anyone  who 
plans  to  attend  should  contact  Ms.  Dyer  by 
November  10, 1981 

Summary  minutes:  May  be  obtained  from  die 
contact  person,  Ms.  Dyer,  at  the  above 
address 

Purpose  of  committee:  To  provide  advice, 
recommendations,  and  oversight 
concerning  program  emphases  and 
directions  of  the  Divisions  of  PR  A  and  9RS 

Agenda: 

Thursday,  November  12, 1981 
9:00  a.m. — Plenary  Sessioa 


10:30  a.m. — General  Session 
2:30  pm. — Subcommittee  Meetings — 
ScientiSc  and  Technical  Personnel,  Science 
and  Technology  Output  Indicators,  Policy 
Research  Agenda 

3:30  p.m. — Subcommittee  Meetings — 
Industrial  R&D  and  Innovations, 
Publication,  Output  Evaluation,  and  User 
Relations 

Friday,  November  13, 1981 
9:00  a.m. — ^Plenary  Session — Presentation  of 
Subcommittees’  Findings 
11:00  a.m. — General  Session 
3:00  p.m. — Adjournment 
Reason  for  late  notice:  Due  to  the  uncertainty 
of  the  Chairman's  schedule,  this  was  the 
only  date  that  could  be  mutually  agreed 
upon. 

M.  Rebecca  Wiidder, 

Committee  Management  Coordinator. 
October  28, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31721  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am) , 

BILLING  CODE  75S5-01-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-528A.  STN  50-529A, 
and  STN  50-530A] 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co.,  et  al.; 
Receipt  of  Additional  Antitrust 
Informafion:  Time  for  Submission  of 
Views  on  Antitrust  Matters 

Arizona  Public  Service  Company, 
pursuant  to  Section  103  of  the  Atonuc 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  has 
filed  information  requested  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  antitrust  review  as 
required  by  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  L. 
This  information  concerns  two  proposed 
additional  ownership  participants,  the 
Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and 
Power  and  the  Southern  California 
Public  Power  Authority,  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Nuclear  Generating  Station.  The 
current  holders  of  the  constuction 
permits  are  Arizona  Public  Service 
Company,  Salt  River  Project  Agricultural 
Improvement  and  Power  District, 
Southern  California  Edison  Company,  El 
Paso  Electric  Company,  and  Public 
Service  Company  (rf  New  Mexico. 

The  information  was  Bled  in 
connection  with  the  application 
submitted  by  the  construction  permit 
holders  for  operating  licenses  for  three 
pressurized  water  reactors.  Construction 
was  authorized  on  May  25, 1976  at  the 
Palo  Verde  site  located  in  Maricopa 
County,  Arizona. 

The  original  application  was  docketed 
on  Octobtt  7, 1974,  and  the  Notice  of 
Recmpt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permits  and  Facility  Licenses  and 
Availability  of  Applicants’ 
Environmental  Report;  Time  for 
Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrust 
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Matters  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  22, 1974  (39  FR 
37527).  The  Notice  of  Receipt  of 
Application  for  Facility  Operating 
Licenses;  Notice  of  Availability  of 
Environmental  Report;  and  the  Notice  of 
Consideration  of  Issuance  of  Facility 
Operating  Licenses  and  Notice  of 
Opportunity  for  Hearing  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  11, 1980 
(45  FR  46941).  Subsequently,  the  Notice 
of  Hearing  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  22, 1981  (46  FR  23001). 

A  copy  of  the  above  documents  are 
available  for  public  examination  and 
copying  for  a  fee  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the 
Phoenix  Public  Library,  Science  and 
Industry  Section,  12  East  McDowell 
Road,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85004. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  with 
respect  to  the  Los  Angeles  Department 
of  Water  and  Power  and  the  Southern 
California  Public  Power  Authority 
presented  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
consideration  or  who  desires  additional 
information  regarding  the  matters 
covered  by  this  notice,  should  submit 
such  views  or  requests  for  additional 
information  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Chief,  Utility 
Finance  Branch  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation,  on  or  before 
November  30, 1981. 

This  notice  was  previously  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  September  2, 
1981  (46  FR  44110),  September  18, 1981 
(46  FR  46453),  September  25, 1981  (46  FR 
47330),  and  October  2, 1981  (46  FR 
48805). 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  26th  day 
of  August,  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Frank  ).  Miraglis, 

Chief.  Licensing  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31762  Filed  10-30-81:  8:45  ami 

BILUNQ  CODE  7S90-01-M 


Regulatory  Guide;  Issuance  and 
Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  revision  to  a  guide  in  its 
Regulatory  Guide  Series.  This  series  has 
been  developed  to  describe  and  make 
available  to  the  public  methods 
acceptable  to  the  NRC  staS'of 
implementing  specific  parts  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  and,  in  some 
cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used  by 
the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  problems 
or  postulated  accidents  and  to  provide 
guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 


staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for 
permits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.142,  Revision  1, 
“Safety-Related  Concrete  Structures  for 
Nuclear  Power  Plants  (Other  than 
Reactor  Vessels  and  Containments),” 
delineates  the  extent  to  which  ANSI/ 
ACI 349-78,  “Code  Requirements  for 
Nuclear  Safety  Related  Concrete 
Structures,”  and  its  1979  supplement  are 
acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff.  It  also  lists 
other  pertinent  national  standarxls.  The 
guide  has  been  revised  as  a  result  of 
public  comment  and  additional  staff 
review. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in 
connection  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion 
in  guides  ciurently  being  developed  or 
(2)  improvements  in  all  published  guides 
are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Comments 
should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Re^atory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Branch. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  active 
guides  may  be  purchased  at  the  current 
Government  Printing  Office  price.  A 
subscription  service  for  futiu'e  guides  in 
specific  divisions  is  available  through 
the  Government  Printing  Office. 
Information  on  the  subscription  service 
and  current  prices  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Publications  Sales  Manager. 
(5  U.S.C.  552(a)) 

Dated  at  Silver  Spring,  Maryland  this  27th 
day  of  October  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Conunission. 
Robert  B.  Minogue, 

Director,  Office  of  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31760  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

Background 

October  28, 1981. 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  PapCTwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  USC,  Chapter  35). 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  pu'blic  hearings 
-to  consult  with  the  public  on  signiffcant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 


OMB  approval  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions  (burden  change),  extensions 
(no  change),  of  reinstatements.  The 
agency  clearance  officer  can  tell  you  the 
nature  of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interested  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
agency  clearance  officer  (from  whom 
a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  available) 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form 

The  title  of  the  form 
The  agency  form  number,  if  applicable 
How  often  the  form  must  be  tilled  out 
Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to  report 
The  standard  industrial  classification 
(SIC)  codes,  referring  to  specific 
respondent  groups  that  are  affected 
Whether  small  business  or  organizations 
are  affected 

A  description  of  the  Federal  budget 
functional  category  that  covers  the 
information  collection 
An  estimate  of  the  number  of  responses 
An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  fill  our  the  form 
An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  Federal 
Government 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  public 
The  number  of  forms  in  the  request  for 
approval 

An  indication  of  whether  section  3504(h] 
of  Pub.  L.  96-511  applies 
The  name  and  telephone  numbers  of  the 
person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review  and 

An  abstract  describing  the  need  for  and 
uses  of  the  information  collection. 
Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usual  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  ten  working 
days  after  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
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clearance  officer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
clearance  (SF83],  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  documents  that  are  submitted  to 
0MB  for  review.  If  you  experience 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
should  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  Aat  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  fi'om  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Jim  J.  Tozzi,  Deputy 
Administrat&r,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jackson 
Place,  Northwest,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J. 
Schrimper — ^202-447-6201 

Revisions 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration 
7  CFR 1944-A,  Section  502  Rural 

Housing  Loan  Policies,  Procedures 
and  Authorizations 

FMHA  431-3,  440-34, 1944-6,  A6, 1944- 
12 
36 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Banks,  S  &  L,  mortgage  inst.,  heads  of 
hhlds.  in  rural  areas 
SIC:  602, 611,  612, 616 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance: 
550,250  responses;  305,525  hours; 
$933,040  Federal  cost;  5  forms;  $2, 
019,000  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  authorizes  rural  housing  loans 
to  low  and  moderate-income  applicants. 
Information  collected  is  used  to  process 
applicemts’  and  borrowers’  requests  for 
services. 

Reinstatements 

•  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
Quality  Control  Review  Schedule  (Food 

Stamp) 


FNS-245.  247-1—4,  248 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
governments 

State  QC  units  &  food  stamp  households 
SIC:  943 

Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements:  99,921  responses;  822,156 
hours;  $3,585,925  Federal  cost;  6  forms; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Quality  control  monitor  and  reduces 
the  rate  of  errors  in  determining  basic 
eligibility  and  benefits  levels.  Tlie  FNS- 
245  serves  as  the  source  document  from 
which  other  reports  are  complied  by 
State  officials  to  be  sent  to  the  Federal 
office  in  Washington. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Edward 
Michals— 202-377-3627 

New 

•  Minority  Business  Development 
Agency 

Business  development  report  (BDR) 

MBDA-115 

Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
MBDA  grantees  repre.  both  for-profit 
and  non-profit  bus.,  etc. 

SIC;  739 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  Advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  400  responses;  10,000 
hours;  $150,000  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

William  T.  Adams,  202-395-4814 

The  business  development  report 
(BDR)  is  a  statistical  reporting  system  in 
which  MBDA  grantees  identify  die 
clients  and  services  provided  in 
management  and  technical  assistance. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Sea  Grant  Control 

NOAA90-1 

Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Colleges  and  other  grantees 
SIC:  822 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  40  responses:  40  hours; 
$2,375  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $331 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

William  T.  Adams,  202-395-4814 

Is  a  summary  of  information  ' 
contained  in  a  proposal  relating  to  the 
budgeting  of  funds  by  category,  required 
by  P.L  94-461,  and  entered  into  the  Sea 
Grant  data  management  files  for 
extracting  of  information  for 
administrative  purposes. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer— Wallace 
McPherson— 202-426-5030 

New 

•  Departmental  Management 
Evaluation  of  the  Foreign  Language  and 

Area  Studies  Program 
ED-856 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Foreign  language  and  world  area 
specialists 

Education,  training,  employment,  and 
social  services:  1,700  responses;  1,275 
hours;  $414,000  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data'  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

To  identify  the  supply  and  demand 
trends  for  PH.D.S  in  discipline  and  world 
area  specialities  and  assess  the  match 
between  graduate  training  and 
subsequent  employment.  The  data  will 
assist  ED  in  allocating  NDEA  title  VI 
funds  more  effectively  (i.e.,  fellowship 
decisions — ^reallocate  to  different  world 
area  and  disciplinary  combinations). 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN 
SERVICES 

Agency  Clearance  Officer  Joseph 
Stmad— 202-245-7488 

New 

•  Social  Security  Administration 
Quality  Review  Questionnaire — 

Disability 
SSA-4678  (8-81) 

On  occasion,  annually 
Individuals  or  households 
Disability  insurance  beneficiaries 
General  Retirement  and  disability  ^ 
insurance:  12,000  responses;  4,000 
hours:  $3,972,000  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

Section  205(a)  provides  for  the 
establishment  of  quality  review  studies 
of  the  claims  process  so  that  effective 
procedures  for  furnishing  proof  and 
evidence  may  be  established.  This  form 
is  used  in  an  ongoing  program  to  collect 
information  from  a  sample  of  DI 
recipients.  The  data  will  accurately 
determine  the  nqtional  error  rate  for  DI 
payment  and  aid  in  recommending 
appropriate  corrective  action. 

•  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
Toxic  Shock  Syndrome  Surveillance 
CDC  52.3 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions  Private 
physicians  and  State  health 
departments 
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SIC:  801, 943 

Health:  720  responses;  360  hours;  $10,Q00 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $3,600  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Gwendolyn  Wa,  202-395-6680 

Surveillance  of  toxic  shock  syndrome 
to  determine  the  important 
epidemiologic  and  demographic  risk 
factors.  Will  begin  as  soon  as  cleared. 

•  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
Reporting/Recordkeeping  Requirements 

in  the  Foreign  Quarantine  Regulations 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions  Indivs.  for 
introducing  communicable  diseases 
SIC:  451,  441,  599 

Health:  4,520  responses;  1,135  hours; 
$14,725  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $11,350 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under  3504 

(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 

42  CFR  peurt  71  contains  reporting/ 
recordkeeping  requirements  used  to 
carry  out  quarantine  responsibilities. 
This  clearance  request  is  for  those 
requirements  which  are  expected  to  be 
continued  in  the  revised  regulations 
currently  being  prepared. 

•  Human  Development  Services 
Area  Plan,  45  CFR,  Subpart  F,  1321.7- 

1321.85 

Other — See  ^83 
State  or  local  governments 
Area  agencies  private  not  profit 
SIC:  835 

Multiple  functions:  223  responses:  44,600 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $446,000 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under  3504 

(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 

The  area  plan  is  the  document 
submitted  by  an  area  agency  to  the 
State  agency  in  order  to  obtain 
subgrants/contracts  for  the  provision  of 
services  to  the  elderly  and  contains  the 
essential  assurance  that  the  area  agency 
will  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Third  Party  Premium  Billing  Request 
SSA-2384 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Individuals  relative,  fi'iend,  or  legal  reps, 
of  medicare 

Health:  10,000  responses;  2,500  hours; 
$23,000  Federal  cost;  1  form:  not 
applicable  under  3504  (h) 

Richard  Eishiger,  202-395-6680 

This  form  allows  a  party,  other  than 
the  beneficiary,  to  pay  medicare 
premiums  when  the  beneficiary  is 
unable  to  pay  in  a  timely  manner 
because  of  health  or  financial  reasons. 


The  third-party  payor  is  usually  a 
relative  or  close  friend  of  the 
beneficiary. 

Reinstatements 

•  Social  Security  Administration 
Review  Case  Analysis  (Insured 

Individual,  Spouse/Surviving  Spouse, 
Children/Parent)  and  RSDI  ^ality 
Review  Case  Review — Annual 
Earnings 

SSA-2930,  2931,  2932  (9-81),  SSA-4659 
(9-81) 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Beneficiaries  under  the  RSI  program 
General  retirement  and  disability 
insurance:  8,200  responses;  3,066 
hours;  $2,052,200  Federal  cost;  4  forms; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

The  data  gathered  in  this  sample  are 
used  to  provide  a  national  RSI  payment 
accuracy  rate  and  information  regarding 
the  major  types  and  sources  of  claims 
deficiencies.  Also,  the  data  are  used  to 
assist  in  designing  an  ongoing  method  to 
evaluate  the  AET  process. 

DEPAItm^ENT  OF  THE  INTERIOfi 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Vivian  A. 
Keado— 202-343-6191 

New 

•  National  Park  Service 
Demonstration  and  Special  Events — 36 

CFR  50.19 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Individuals  planning  to  conduct  a  demo 
or  event  in  DC 

Recreational  resources:  870  responses; 
609  hours;  $44,313  Federal  cost:  1  form: 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Shelton,  202-395-7340 

The  permit  system  is  designed  to 
provide  notification  to  the  U.S.  park 
police,  as  well  as  the  secret  service, 
metropolitan  police,  and  park  managers 
of  the  plans  and  intentions  of  organizers 
of  large-scale  demonstrations  and 
special  events  to  assist  in  the  provision 
of  security  and  logistical  support 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Ms.  Joy 
Tucker— 202-634-5394 

New 

•  Bureau  of  Government  Financial 
Operations 

Voucher  for  Payment  of  Awards 

TFS  5135 

Annually 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Individuals,  institutions  and  corps  who 
are  awardholders 


SIC:  Multiple 

Central  fiscal  operations:  700  responses; 
350  hours;  $4,675  Federal  cost;  1  form, 
$1,750  public  cost  not  applicable 
under  3504(h] 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Awards  certified  to  Treasury  are  paid 
annually  as  funds  are  received  fi'om 
foreign  governments.  Vouchers  are 
mailed  to  awardholders  showing 
payments  due.  Awardholder  signs 
voucher,  certifying  that  he  is  entided  to 
payment.  Executed  vouchers  are  used  as 
basis  for  payments. 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 
Request  for  Additional  Informatifm 
1476  (DO) 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Employers  whose  retirement  plan 
returns  are  being  examined 
SIC:AU 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Central  fiscal  operations:  1,250 
responses;  1,250  hours;  $625  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504 

(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Letter  1476  (DO)  is  used  to  request 
additional  information  needed  to 
complete  the  examination  of  an 
employer's  retirement  plan  return.  The 
information  is  ued  to  ensure  that  the 
plan  conforms  to  the  employee 
retirement  income  security  act  of  1974. 

•  Bureau  of  Government  Financial 
Operations 

More  Information  Letter 
TFS  6114 
Other — see  SF83 
Individuals  or  households 
Applicants  for  postal  savings  deposits 
Central  fiscal  operations:  750  responses; 
188  hours:  $4,975  Federal  cosh  1  form; 
$940  public  cosh  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Irene  Monde,  202-395-6880 

This  form  is  prepared  when 
information  provided  in  an  inquiry 
about  postal  savings  is  insufficient  to 
make  search  of  files  and  records. 

•  Bureau  of  Government  Financial 
Operations 

Certification  Form 
BA  5090 

Other — see  SF83 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 
Indivs./busis./institutions  having 
special  laws  for  paymnt. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Central  Fiscal  operations:  36  responses; 
9  hours;  $309  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $45 
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public  cost;  not  applicable  under  3504 

(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

This  form  is  used  to  obtain  the 
signature  and  address  of  a  claimant 
certifying  to  entitlement  of  payment 
under  public  or  private  law  enacted  by  ‘ 
Congress. 

•  Bureau  of  Government  Financial 
Operations 

Voucher  returned  for  adjustment  card  - 
TFS2899 
Other — see  SF83 
Individuals  or  households 
Awardholders  of  foreign  claims 
Central  fiscal  operations:  125  responses; 
31  hours;  $506  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$155  public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504  (h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

This  card  is  used  to  request  an 
explanation  or  additional 
documentation  to  support  a  payment 
voucher  on  an  award  certified  by  the 
Foreign  Claims  Settlement  Commission. 
The  card  is  used  to  explain  why 
payment  cannot  be  made  on  the  voucher 
as  submitted. 

Revisions 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 
Statement  for  recipients  (patrons]  of 

Taxable  Distributions  received  fi'om 
cooperatives 
1099— PATR 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Farmers’  cooperatives 
SIC:  861  514  515  • 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Central  fiscal  operations:  2,695,000 
responses;  960,909  hours;  $160,789 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504  (h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Used  to  report  partronage  dividends 
paid  by  co-ops  (IRC  section  6049).  The 
information  is  used  by  IRS  to  verify 
reporting  compliance  on  the  part  of  the 
recipient. 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 

US  Departing  Alien  Income  Tax  return 
1040C 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Aliens 

Central  fiscal  operations:  8,000 
responses;  36,000  hours;  $31,682  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504 

(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Form  104pC  is  used  by  aliens 
departing  the  U.S.  to  report  income 
received  or  expected  to  be  received  for 
the  entire  taxable  year  determined  as 
nearly  as  possible  by  the  date  of 
intended  departiure. 


The  data  collected  is  used  to  insure 
that  the  departing  alien  has  no 
outstanding  U.S.  tax  liability. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 
International  Boycott  report 

computation  of  the  Int’l  Boycott  factor 
specificy  attributable  taxes  and 
income  (section  999  (C)  (2))  Tax  Effect 
of  the  International 

5713  SCH  A  (5713)  SCH  B  (5713)  SCH  C 
(5713) 

Annually 

Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Persons  having  operations  in  or  related 
boycotting  country 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Central  fiscal  operations:  10,000 
responses;  19,592  hours;  $306,547 
Federal  cost;  4  forms;  not  applicable 
imder  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Any  person  who  has  operations  in,  or 
relating  to,  a  “boycotting"  coimtry  is 
denied  certain  tax  benefits.  That  person 
must  file  form  5713  to  report  these 
operations.  If  there  are  any  tax  benefits 
to  be  denied,  schedule  A  (form  5713)  or 
schedule  B  (form  5713]  and  schedule  C 
(form  5713)  must  also  be  filed  to  show 
how  the  tax  benefits  and  amount  to  be 
denied  were  figured.  The  data  is  used  to 
identify  these  persons  and  to  verify  that 
the  loss  of  tax  benefits  has  been 
accurately  figured. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Transfer  of  Wine  in  Bond 
ATF  F  703  (5120.23) 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Bonded  wine  cellars 
SIC:  208,  518 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  activities: 
80,000  responses;  20,000  hours;  $10,825 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h] 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

While  wine  is  “in  bond,"  the  Federal 
excise  tax  attached  to  the  wine  has  not 
yet  been  paid.  ATF  requires  that 
wineries  use  this  form  when  wine  is 
transferred  from  one  winery  to  another 
so  as  to  establish  the  liability  for  the 
wine  excise  tax  at  the  time  of  wine 
transfers.  ATF  needs  this  form  to  protect 
the  collection  of  Federal  excise  taxes. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Questionnaire  Pertaining  to  Published 
Firearms  Ordinances 
ATF  F  5300.8 
Annually 


State  or  local  governments 
State  and  local  governments 
SIC:  922, 965 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  activities: 
17,500  responses;  35,000  hours; 
$130,400  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Form  is  used  to  determine  whether 
laws  of  political  subdivisions  include 
firearms  statutes.  Ask  local  jurisdiction 
whether  it  has  any  laws  about  firearms 
and  ask  them  to  forward  a  copy.  Any 
laws  are  published  in  ATF  P  5300.5, 
State  laws  and  published  ordinances — 
firearms  which  is  given  to  all  Federal 
licensees  for  their  information.  Such 
publication  is  required  by  18  U.S.C. 

Extensions  (No.  Change) 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Registered  Importers  of  Arms, 
Ammimition  and  Implements  of  War 
on  U.S.  Munitions 
ATF  Rec  7570/1 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Registered  importers  of  arms, 
ammunition,  implements  of  war 
SIC:  504 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  activities: 
24,000  responses;  12,000  hours;  $18 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Accounting  tool,  audit  trail  provides 
record  of  all  imports  and  to  whom 
transferred.  Ascertain  compliance  with 
law. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Users  of  Specially  Denatured  Spirits — 
Purchase  of  Articles  Containing 
Specially  Denatured  Spirits  for 
Reprocessing 
ATF  REC  5150/4 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Users  of  specially  denatured  spirits 
SIC:  286 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  activities: 
15,000  responses;  1,500  hours;  $30 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
imder  3504(h] 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Provides  an  accounting  of 
reprocessing  materials  already 
containing  alcohol  which  will  be 
recovered  &  redenatured,  keeps 
drawback  claims  from  claiming  amount 
more  than  once.  Accounting  tool,  audit 
trail,  protection  of  the  revenue. 
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•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Tobacco  Products  Manufacturers 
(Wholesale  Price  Change  JustiHcation) 
ATF  REC  5210/8 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufacturers  of  tobacco  products 
SIC:  213 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  activities;  936 
responses:  39  hours;  $75  Federal  cost; 

1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Copies  of  large  cigar  wholesale  price 
announcements — used  to  verify  the 
record  of  large  cigar  wholesale  prices. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Tobacco  Products  Manufacturers  (Tax 
Liability) 

ATF  REC  5210  /7 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufacturers  of  tobacco  products 
SIC:  213 

Small  businesses  or  Organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities:  936 
responses;  78  hours;  $75  Federal  cost, 

1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Record  of  large  cigar  wholesale 
prices-used  to  ascertain  and  verify  the 
tax  liability  for  large  cigars. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
'  Firearms 

Tobacco  Products  Manufacturers — 
Records  From  Puerto  Rico 
ATF  REC  5210/5 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufacturers  of  tobacco  products 
SIC:  213 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities:  624 
responses;  52  hours;  $20  Federal  cost; 

1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504  (h) 
Irene  Montie.  202-395-6880 

Records  of  tobacco  products  received 
from  Puerto  Rico  without  payment  of 
tax;  used  to  determine  the  amount  of  tax 
to  be  covered  to  the  Treasury  of  Puerto 
Rico  under  26  U.S.C.  7652. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol.  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Tobacco  Products  Manufacturers 
Supporting  Records  for  Tax  Liability 
Exemption 
ATF  Rec  5210/6 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufacturers  of  tobacco  products 
SIC:  213 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities:  8,112 
responses;  676  hours;  $40  Federal  cost; 
1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 


Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Records  of  removal  of  tobacco 
products  for  use  of  the  U.S. — used  to 
verify  exemption  from  tax  liability,  or  to 
determine  the  amount  of  liability  when 
the  tax  is  due. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Manufacturers  &  Users  of  Rubbing 
Alcohol  Base  (Applications,  Notices, 
Records  of  Receipt,  Production, 

Bottling  &  Disposition) 

ATF  REC  5150/13 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufycturers  and  users  of  a  rubbing 
alcohol  base 
SIC:  286 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities: 
10,400  responses;  5,200  hours;  $40 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Provides  an  accounting  and  audit  tool 
to  trace  the  alcohol  through  the  process 
and  ensures  no  alcohol  is  diverted  and 
protects  the  revenue. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Application  for  Amended  Permit  Under 
26  U.S.C.  5712 

Manufacturer  of  tobacco  products 
ATF  F  2098  (5200.16) 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  Institutions 
Manufacturers  of  tobacco  products 
SIC:  211,  212,  519 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities:  148 
responses;  300  hours;  $817  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 
At  such  time  as  the  business 
organization  of  a  firm  changes  or  there 
is  some  other  change  which  affects  the 
permit,  the  proprietor  files  this  form.  It  is 
an  application  for  an  amended  permit 
under  26  U.S.C.  5712.  This  application 
covers  changes  in  location  and  changes 
in  the  physical  premises  of  a  factory. 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  D. 
Goodfriend— 202-632-7513 

'Revisions 

•  Application  for  Equipment 
Authorization — Radio  Frequency 
Devices 

FCC  731 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Domestic  marketers  &  manufacturers, 
and  foreign  manufacturer' 

SIC:  365,  366,  506 


Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  10,000  responses;  350,000 
hours;  $700,000  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

William  T.  Adams,  202-395-4814 

The  form,  when  submitted  with 
descriptive  information,  test  data  and 
sometimes  test  sample,  comprise  an 
application  for  approval  of  radio 
fi-equency  equipment  by  the  FCC.  Such 
equipment  may  be  a  transmitter, 
receiver,  low  power  communication 
device,  or  industrial,  scientific  and 
medical  (ISM)  device  using  radio 
fi'equency  energy.  Such  application  is 
required  by  FCC  rules,  principally  for 
reduction  of  radio  fi^quency 
interference  caused  by  such  devices. 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Panos 
Konstas— 202-389-4481 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Application  to  Establish  a  Remote 
Service  Facility 

FDIC  6210/09 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
State  nonmember  insured  banks 
SIC:  602  603 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance:  423 
responses;  18,612  hours;  $10,100 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $186,120  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Application  request  information 
necessary  to  aid  in  determining  whether 
establishment  of  a  remote  service 
facility  is  warranted. 

•  Application  to  Move  Main  Office  or 
Branch 

FDIC  6210/05 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
State  nonmember  insured  banks  SIC: 

602  603 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  tli^ft  insurance:  311 
responses;  9,952  hours;  $21,300  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  $99,520  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  35()4(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Application  requests  information  to 
aid  in  a  determination  of  whether  the 
statutory  factors  are  satisfactorily  met. 

•  Notice  of  Acquisition  of  Control — 
Financial  Report  &  Biographical 
Information 

None  FDIC  620006 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  Households 
Persons  proposing  to  acquire  a  control 
ownership  in  FDIC 
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Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance:  180 
responses;  5,400  hours;  $12,600  Federal 
cost;  2  forms;  $135,000  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h] 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Personal  financial,  biographical  and 
other  business  information  is  required 
by  statute  bom  a  person  who  proposes 
to  purchase  control  ownership  of  a 
bank.  Control  ownership  changes  may 
be  disapproved  by  FDIC.  Information  is 
reviewed  to  screen  out  undesirable 
control  owners  of  banks. 

•  Publication  Requirement  on 
Applicants  Filed 

Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Proponents  of  new  banks.  State  nonmbr 
insured  banks,  etc. 

SIC:  602  603 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance: 
1,869  Responses;  5,607  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Regulations  require  banks  applying 
for  branches,  relocations  or  mergers  and 
proponents  applying  for  deposit 
insurance  to  publish  notice  of  filing  the 
application  in  a  newspaper. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer— Carroll 
Steams— 202-633-4)204 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Annual  Report — Class  I  &  II  Motor 
Carriers  of  Property 

Form  M 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Class  I  and  II  motor  carriers  of  property 
SIC:  421 

Ground  transportation:  2,951  responses; 
177,060  hours;  $254,111  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Donald  Arbuclde,  202-395-7340 

Financial  and  operating  data  showing 
the  current  data  for  the  carrier  are 
reported  on  this  form.  Reports  are  used 
by  the  Commission  to  assess  industry 
growth,  sudden  changes  in  carrier 
financial  stability  and  the  effect  on  the 
national  transportation  system. 

•  Annual  Reports  of  Class  I  and  n 
Motor  Carriers  of  Household  Goods 

Form  M-H 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Class  I  and  II  motor  carriers  of 
household  goods 
SIC:  421 

Ground  transportation:  251  responses; 
10,547  hours;  $25,429  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Donald  Arbuclde,  202-395-7340 


Financial  and  operating  data  showing 
the  current  data  for  the  carrier  are 
reported  on  this  form.  Reports  are  used 
by  the  Commission  to  assess  industry 
growth,  sudden  changes  in  carrier 
financial  stability  and  the  efiect  on  the 
national  transportation  system. 

NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Mr.  Troy 
Robinson — 202-357-1202 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Article  XIX  Section  5 
Bylaw  XIX5 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Federal  credit  unions 
SIC:  614 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance: 
12,578  responses;  1,500  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  5  forms;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  202-395-4814 

This  bylaw  requires  £in  FCU  to 
maintain  on  file  copies  of  its 
organization  certificate,  its  bylaws  and 
any  special  NCUA  board  au&orizations. 
Returns  of  nominations,  elections  and 
nominations  of  all  regular  or  specied 
membership,  committee  or  board 
meetings  shall  be  recorded  in  the  credit 
union  minutes. 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — George  G. 
Kundahl— 202-272-2142 

New 

•  General  Requirements  as  to  Form  and 
Content  of  Application  Statements 
and  Reports  Under  the  Trust  Identure 
Act  of  1939 

17  CFR  260.7A-15-280.7A-37 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Iss.  of  debt  sec  in  pub  ofi^  &  ident 
trustees  for  sec  hldrs 
SIC:  Multiple 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  1  response;  1  hour,  $1,000 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 

The  rules  set  forth  the  general 
requirements  relating  to  &e 
applications,  statements  and  reports 
that  must  be  filed  imder  the  1939  Act  by 
issuers  and  trustees  qualifying 
indentures  under  the  1939  Act  for 
offering  of  debt  securities. 

•  Supervision  of  Associated  Persons  17 
CFR  240.15B10-4(C) 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Brokers  &  dealers  (SEC  only  registered) 


SIC;  621 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  357  responses;  1,071  hours; 
$0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $53,550  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Robert  Veeder,  202-305-4814 
Rule  15B10-4(C),  adopted  July  27, 

1967,  requires  covered  entities  (see 
number  23  below)  to  establish,  maintain, 
and  enforce  written  procedures  for  the 
supervision  of  all  its  associated  persons 
in  dealing  with  securities  customers.  The 
procedures  are  used  to  ensure  that 
associated  persons  are  adequately 
supervised  in  all  securities  dealing  with 
customers,  whether  opening  new 
accounts,  servicing  old  accounts  or 
handling  customer  complaints. 

•  Recordkeeping  (By  SEC  only  firms)  17 
CFR  240.15B10-6 

Other-see  SF83 

Businesses  or  other  institutions  (only 
registered) 

SIC:  621 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  250  responses;  450,000 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$9,000,000  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  15B10-6,  adopted  July  27, 1967, 
requires  covered  entities  (see  number  23 
below)  to  make  and  maintain  customer 
account  records  including  information 
on  customer  identity,  transaction 
recommendations,  discretionary 
authority  and  complaints.  This 
information  is  used  to  ensure  that  the 
entities  effect  securities  transactions 
only  according  to  their  customers’ 
decisions. 

•  Standards  for  Public  Offerings  of  the 
Securities  of  Non-Member  Broker- 
Dealers  17  CFR  240.15B10-8 

On  occasion,  annually 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Brokers  &  dealers  (SEC  only  registered) 
SIC:  621 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  2  responses;  50  hours; 
$1,080  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $3,000 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  15B10-8(A)  (1),  (7),  (8),  adopted 
December  4, 1972,  governs  the  manner  in 
which  covered  entities  (see  No.  23 
below)  make  public  offerings  of  their 
securities.  Entities’  financial  statements 
are  required  to  E  disclosed  and  updated 
for  securities  holders.  The  rule  ensures 
that  buyers  and  holders  of  the  entities’ 
securities  have  adequate  information  for 
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investment  decisions  related  to  such 
entities’  securities. 

•  Fidelity  Bonds  17  CFR  240.15810-11 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Brokers  &  dealers 
SIC:  621 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  50  responses;  9  hours;  $475 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $415  public  cost; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  15B10-11,  adopted  December  2, 
1976,  requires  all  covered  entities  (see 
number  23  below],  who  are  SIFC 
members,  to  carry  blanket  fidelity  bonds 
on  their  officers  and  employees.  Entities 
may  not  cancel,  terminate  or  modify 
such  bond  without  notice  to  the 
Commission.  Such  notice  ensures 
investors  of  continuous  fidelity  bond 
coverage  on  their  securities. 

•  Report  by  Issuer  of  Security  Quoted 
on  NASDAQ  Inter-Dealer  Quotation 
System.  Form  10-C  (17  CFR  249.310C) 
10-C 1811 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Brokers  &  dealers  (issuers  of  NASDAQ 
quoted  securities] 

SIC:  621 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  1,300  responses;  433  hours; 
$1,600  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $15,155 
'  public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Form  10-C,  adopted  August  2, 1971,  is 
used  by  covered  entities  (see  No.  23 
below]  to  report  changes  in  the  amoimt 
of  their  securities  outstfinding  and 
changes  in  corporate  name.  The  report  is 
helpM  for  the  administration  of  the 
NASDAQ  system  and  publication  of 
daily  price  indexes  used  to  better  inform 
investors  concerning  the  over-the- 
coimter  markets. 

•  Reporting  Requirement  for  Market- 
Makers  in  Margin  Securities,  Rule 
17A-12, 17  CFR  240-17A-12,  Form  X- 
17A-2(1],  17  CFR  249.619 

858 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Broker-dealers  making  markets  in  OTC 
margin  securities 
SIC:  621 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  400  responses;  100  hoiurs; 
$233  Federal  Cost;  1  form;  $3,000 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  17A-12  and  form  X-17A-12(1], 
adopted  in  July  1969  and  amended  in 


October  1972,  implement  a  filing 
requirement  of  regulation  U  promulgated 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  and  is 
used  to  determine  eligibility  for  exempt 
credit  under  the  OTC  market  maker 
exemption  of  regulation  U. 

•  Reporting  Requirement  for  Market- 
Makers  in  OTC  Margin  Securities, 

Rule  17A-12. 17  CFR  240.17A-12, 17 
CFR  249.620 

859 

Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Broker-dealers  making  markets  in  OTC 
margin  securities 
SIC:  621 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  100  responses;  300  hours; 
$233  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $9,000 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  17A-12  and  form  X-17A-12(2]. 
Adopted  in  July  1969  and  amended  in 
October  1972,  implement  a  filing 
requirement  of  regulation  U  promulgated 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  and  are 
used  to  determine  eligibility  for  exempt 
credit  under  the  market  maker 
exemption  of  regulation  U. 

•  Documents  to  be  kept  Public  by 
Exchanges — Rule  24B-1  (17  CTO 
240.24B-1] 

Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
National  securities  exchanges 
SIC:  623 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  10  responses;  5  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $500  public  cost; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  24B-1  was  adopted  in  1934 
pursuant  to  the  predecessor  to  present 
section  24  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  “Act"]  which  related  to 
the  public  character  of  information.  The 
rule  requires  a  national  securities 
exchange  to  keep  and  make  available 
for  public  inspection  a  copy  of  its 
registration  statement  together  with  any 
e^ibits  filed  with  the  commission, 
including  any  amendments  thereto. 

•  17  CFR  24a-17AB2-l.  Rule  17AB2-1— 
Registration  of  Clearing  Agency  Form 
CA-1 — ^Form  for  Registration  or  for 
Exemption  from  Reg.  as  a  Clearing 
Agency  &  for  Amendmt  to 
Registration 

1853 

Other-see  SF83 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Clearing  corporations  and  securities 
depositories 
SIC:  628 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  16  responses;  1,802  hours; 


$15,000  Federal  Cost;  1  form;  $180,020 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder.  202-395-4814 
The  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
requires  that  clearing  agencies  be 
registered  with  the  commission.  The 
commission  may  register  a  clearing 
agency  only  if  it  meets  certain  criteria. 

By  reviewing  the  information  in  form 
CA-1,  the  commission  determines 
whether  it  should  grant  registration.  The 
rule  and  form  were  adopted  on 
November  3, 1975. 

•  Supplemental  Material  of  Registered 
Clearing  Agencies,  Rule  17A-22,  (17 
CFR  240.17A-22] 

Other-see  SF83 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Registered  clearing  agencies 
SIC:  628 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
conunerce:  4,980  responses;  498  homs; 
$11,000  Federal  Cost;  1  form;  $3,750 
public  cost;  not  applicable  imder 
3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
When  clearing  agencies  issue  any 
notices  to  their  participants,  they  must 
send  copies  to  the  commission.  The  rule 
enables  the  commission  to  determine 
whether  clearing  agencies  have 
modified  their  rules  without  complying 
with  section  19(B]  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  to  monitor 
generally  clearing  agencies.  The  rule 
was  adopted  on  October  30, 1980. 

•  Records  to  be  Preserved  by  Broker- 
Dealers,  Rule  17A-4  (17  CFR  240.17A- 
4] 

Weekly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Registered  brokers  and  dealers 
SIC:  621 

^rnall  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  1,750,000  responses; 
1,750,000  hours;  $10,000  Federal  Cost; 

1  form;  $35,000,000  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-^14 
Rule  17A-4  is  necessary  to  ensure  that 
broker-dealers  are  preserving  books  and 
records  required  to  be  made  by  rule 
17A-3  and  other  commission  rules. 
Without  rule  17A-4,  the  commission 
would  have  difficulty  in  determining 
whether  broker-dealers  are  in 
compliance  with  other  commission  rules, 
particularly  the  anti-fraud  and  anti- 
manipulative  rules. 

•  Disclosure  and  other  Requirements 
when  Extending  or  Arranging  Credit 
in  Certain  Transactions — Rule  15C205 
(17  CFR  240.15C2-5] 

On  occasion 


54448 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  211  /  Monddy,  November  2,  1981  /  Notices 


Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Registered  brokers  and  dealers 
SIC:  621 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  300  responses;  600  hours; 
$100  Federal  Cost;  1  form;  $12,000 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  15C2-5  as  adopted  to  deal  with 
certain  abuses  in  connection  with  the 
offer  and  sale  of  “equity  funding” 
programs.  The  rule  prohibits  a  broker  or 
dealer  from  arranging  a  loan  for  a 
customer  to  whom  a  security  is  sold, 
unless,  before  the  transaction  is  entered 
into,  the  broker  or  dealer  reasonably 
determines  that  transaction  is  suitable 
for  the  customer.  The  rule  was  adopted 
on  July  17, 1962. 

•  Customer  Statements  Under  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (17  CFR 
240.17A-5(C)) 

Semiannually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Registered  securities  brokers  and  ' 
dealers 
SIC:  621 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  3,000,000  responses;  50,000 
hours;  $10,000  Federal  Cost;  1  form; 
$1,200,000  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  17A-5  was  adopted  in  1942. 
Paragraph  (C)  of  rule  17A-5  sets  forth 
the  statements  which  must  be  sent  to 
public  customers  of  brokers  and  dealers. 
The  primary  purpose  of  rule  17A-5(C) 
(exhibit  A)  is  to  give  the  public 
customers  of  a  broker-dealer  a  clear 
indication  of  the  Hnancial  condition  of 
the  broker-dealer  and  convey  similar 
information  to  the  commission  and  self 
regulatory  organizations. 

•  Net  Capital  Requirements  for  Brokers 
or  Dealers.  Rule  15C3-1,  (17  CFR 
240.15C3-1) 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Securities  brokers  and  dealers 
SIC:  821 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  1,150  responses;  1,150 
hours;  $650  Federal  Cost;  1  form; 
$23,000  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h] 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 
Rule  15C3-1  was  amended  in  1975  to 
create  a  uniform  net  capital  rule 
applicable  to  substantially  all  brokers 
and  dealers.  The  purpose  of  the  rule  is 
to  ensure  that  brokers  and  dealers 
maintain  sufficient  amounts  of  liquid 


assets  to  cover  their  current 
indebtedness. 

Arnold  Strasser, 

Acting  Chief,  Reports  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  81-31733  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3110-01-M 

POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 
[Docket  No.  MC78-3] 

Electronic  Mall  Classification  Proposal, 
1978  (Remand) 

October  28, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  “Presiding  Officer’s  Notice 
Cancelling  Prehearing  Conference  And 
Providing  Opportunity  For  Written 
Replies”,  dated  October  27, 1981,  the 
Third  Prehearing  Conference  scheduled 
for  October  29, 1981,  at  10:00  a.m.. 
Hearing  Room,  Postal  Rate  Commission, 
2000  L  Street,  NW.,  Suite  500, 
Washington,  D.C.,  for  the  purpose  or 
oral  exchange  of  views  on  written 
comments,  is  cancelled. 

Copies  of  the  Presiding  Officer’s 
Notice  are  available  to  all  interested 
parties  in  the  Commission’s  Docket 
Room  at  the  above-listed  address,  or  by 
calling  the  Docket  Room  at  Area  Code 
202-254-3800. 

Cyril  J.  Pittack, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31742  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  ami 

BiaiNO  CODE  771S-01-M 


PRESIDENTIAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  ON  FEDERALISM 

Open  Meeting 

The  Transportation  Subcommittee  of 
the  Presidential  Advisory  Committee  on 
Federalism  will  meet  on  Thursday, 
November  19, 1981,  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
12:00  p.m.  in  Room  2230/32  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation,  400 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Subcommittee  is  part  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Federalism 
which  was  established  by  Executive 
Order  12303  on  April  8, 1981.  'The 
Chairman  of  the  Full  Committee  is  U.S. 
Senator  Paul  Laxalt.  The  Subcommittee 
is  composed  of  members  from  the  full 
Committee  which  include  private 
citizens,  public  officials  from  state  and 
local  governments,  and  members  of  the 
Legislative  and  Executive  branches  of 
the  federal  government.  The  members 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President. 

The  Committee  shall  advise  the 
President  with  respect  to  the  objectives 
and  conduct  of  the  overall  federalism 
policy  of  the  United  States. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public 
observation.  Written  comments  or 
statements  may  be  submitted  at  any 


time  before  or  after  the  meeting  and 
should  be  related  to  the  substantive 
matter  identified  above.'  Approximately 
50  seats  will  be  available  for  the  public 
on  a  first  come,  first  served  basis. 

For  further  information,  contact  Rick 
Neal  at  (202)  456-7943. 

Richard  S.  Williamson, 

Assistant  to  the  President. 

(FR  Doc.  81-3lhl  Filed  10-30-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3195-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  22245;  70-6657] 

American  Electric  Power  Co.  Inc.; 
Proposed  Acquisition  of  Common 
Stock  by  Holding  Company  Pursuant 
to  Tender  Offer 

October  27, 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  American  Electric 
Power  Company,  Inc.,  180  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215  (70-6657). 

American  Electric  Power  Company, 
Inc.  (“AEP”),  a  registered  holding 
company,  has  Bled  a  declaration  with 
this  Commission  pursuant  to  Section 
12(c)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  and  Rule 
45  promulgated  thereunder. 

AEP  proposes  to  acquire,  pursuant  to 
an  offer  to  purchase  for  cash,  shares  of 
its  common  stock,  $6.50  par  value,  held 
by  record  and  beneBcial  owners  of  10 
shares  or  less.  'The  purpose  of  the  tender 
offer  is  to  reduce  the  administrative 
expense  to  the  company  of  maintaining 
shareholder  accounts  and  to  permit  such 
owners  to  dispose  of  the  shares  without 
incurring  excessive  brokerage 
commissions  and  fees.  AEP  may  reduce 
the  number  of  shares  used  to  determine 
eligibility  to  participate  in  the  offer  to 
less  than  10  if,  in  the  opinion  of  counsel 
for  the  company,  it  is  necessary  or 
prudent  to  do  so  in  order  to  ensure 
qualification  of  reinvested  dividends 
under  federal  tax  laws.  The  purchase 
price  per  share  payable  by  AEP  for  any 
shares  properly  tendered  will  be  the 
average  of  the  high  and  low  market 
prices  for  the  common  stock  on  the 
latest  trading  day  before  the  day  on 
which  the  transmittal  form  and  the  stock 
certificates  are  received  and  accepted 
by  the  tender  agent.  Tendering 
shareholders  will  not  be  required  to  pay 
any  brokerage  commissions,  transfer 
taxes,  or  other  charges.  At  September 
30, 1981,  AEP  had  11,497  holders  of 
record  of  10  or  less  shares  of  common 
stock  (3.4%  of  the  339,780  holders  of 
record  at  the  time)  who  held  a  total  of 
61,691  shares  of  common  stock  (.04%  of 
the  159,635,470  shares  then  outstanding). 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  211  /  Monday,  November  2,  1981  /  Notices 


54449 


AEP  intends  to  extend  the  offer  to 
beneficial  owners  of  10  shares  or  less  of 
common  stock  whose  shares  are  held  of 
record  by  banks,  brokers,  and  other 
fiduciaries.  AEP  estimates  that,  if  all 
eligible  shareholders  should  accept  the 
proposed  offer  and  tender  their  shares, 
the  amount  of  cash  required  by  the 
company  of  the  offer  would  not  exceed 
appiroximately  $2,000,000;  however,  it  is 
•  not  believed  likely  that  more  than  25%  of 
such  holders  will  elect  to  accept  the 
offer.  AEP  expects  to  obtain  the 
necessary  funds  from  internal  sources. 

The  declaration  and  any  amendments 
thereto  are  available  for  pubKc 
inspection  through  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Public  Reference.  Interested 
persons  wishing  to  comment  or  request 
a  hearing  should  submit  their  views  in 
writing  by  November  23, 1981,  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549, 
and  serve  a  copy  on  the  declarant  at  the 
address  specified  above.  Proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  ^all  identify  specifically  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A 
person  who  so  requests  will  be  notified 
of  any  hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will 
receive  a  copy  of  any  notice  or  order 
issued  in  this  matter.  After  said  date,  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fttzsmiinons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doa  81-31717  Filed  10-30-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  SOIO-OI-M 

[Release  No.  12008;  812-49451 

Money  Market  Fund  for  Bank  Trust 
Departments 

October  27, 1981, 

In  the  matter  of  The  Money  Market 
Fund  for  Bank  Trust  Departments,  24 
Federal  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02110(812-4945). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The 
Money  Marfcet  Fond  For  Bank  Trust 
Departments  (“AppHcartt”),  an  open- 
end,  dhrerstfi^,  management 
investment  company,  registered  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”),  filed  an  application  on  Angost 
12, 1961,  and  an  amendment  thereto  on 
October  9, 1981,  reqoestrng  an  order  of 
the  Commission,  pursuant  to  Section 
6(c)  of  the  Act,  exempting  Api^icant 
from  the  provisions  M  Section  2(aX41)  of 
the  Act  and  Rules  2a-4  and  22c-l 


thereunder,  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
permit  Applicant  to  value  its  assets 
using  the  amortized  cost  method  of 
valuation.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  ai^Hcation  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Applicant  states  that  it  was  orgamzed 
as  a  Massachusetts  business  trust  on 
August  12, 1981,  and  that  its  investment 
manager  is  Eaton  &  Howard,  Vance 
Sanders  Inc.  Applicant  further  states 
that  its  investment  objective  is  to  earn 
as  high  a  rate  of  current  income  as  is 
possible  ciMisistent  with  the 
preservation  of  capital  and  maintenance 
of  liquidity.  Applicant  states  that  in 
pursuit  of  its  objective  it  will  inv^t  in 
Various  types  of  high  quality  money 
market  securities,  such  as  short-term 
debt  obligations  issued,  guaranteed  or 
insured  by  the  United  States  government 
and  its  agencies,  or  issued  by 
corporations  and  banks. 

Applicant  seeks  an  order  of  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Act  exempting  it  fi-om  the  provisions 
of  Section  2(a)(41)  of  the  Act  and  Rules 
2A-4  and  22c-l  thereimder  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  Applicant’s  assets 
to  be  valued  according  to  the  amortized 
cost  valuation  method. 

As  here  pertinmt.  Section  2(a)(41)  of 
the  Act  defines  value  to  mean;  (1)  with 
respect  to  securities  for  which  market 
quotations  are  readily  available,  the 
market  value  of  such  securities,  and  (2) 
with  respect  to  other  securities  and 
assets,  fair  value  as  determined  in  good 
faith  by  the  board  of  directors.  Rule 
22C-1  adopted  under  the  Act  provides, 
in  part,  that  no  registered  investment 
company  or  principal  underwriter 
therefor  issuing  any  redeemable  security 
shall  sell,  redeem  or  repurchase  any 
such  security  except  at  a  price  based  on 
the  current  net  asset  value  of  such 
security  which  is  next  computed  after 
receipt  of  a  tender  of  such  security  for 
redemption  or  of  an  order  to  purchase  or 
sell  such  security. 

Rule  2a-4  adopted  imder  the  Act 
provides,  as  here  relevant,  that  the 
“current  net  asset  value”  of  a 
redeemable  security  issued  by  a 
registered  investment  company  used  in 
computing  its  price  for  the  purposes  of 
distribution,  redemption  and  repurchase 
shall  be  an  amount  whidb  reflet 
calculations  made  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  that 
rule,  with  estimates  used  where 
necesary  or  ap]Vopriate.  Rule  2a-4 
further  states  that  portfolio  securities 
with  respect  to  which  market  quotations 
are  readily  available  shall  be  valued  at 
current  maricet  value,  and  other 
securities  and  assets  shall  be  valued  at 


fair  market  value  as  determined  in  good 
faith  by  die  board  of  directors  of  die 
investment  company.  Prior  to  the  filing 
of  the  application,  the  Commission 
expressed  its  view  that,  among  other 
things,  (1)  Rule  2a-4  under  the  Act 
requires  ffiat  portfolio  instruments  of 
“money  market”  funds  be  valued  with 
reference  to  maricet  factors,  and  (2)  it 
would  be  inconsistent,  generally,  with 
the  provisions  of  Rule  2a-4  for  a  “money 
market”  fund  to  value  its  portfolio 
instruments  on  an  amortized  cost  basis 
(Investment  Company  Act  Release  No. 
9780,  May  31, 1977). 

Sectiem  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  pari  that  the  Commission,  by 
order  upon  application  may 
conditionally  or  unconditionally  exempt 
any  person,  security,  or  transaction,  or 
any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities,  at  transactions,  from  any 
provision  or  provisions  of  the  Act  or  of 
.any  rule  or  regulation  thereunder,  if  and 
to  the  extent  ffiat  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  puTposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Id  support  of  its  application.  Applicant 
states  that  its  trustees  have  determined 
that,  absent  unusual  circumstances, 
amortized  cost  values  represent  fair 
value  of  money  market  instruments. 
Applicant  further  states  that  valuatiem 
of  its  assets  on  an  amortized  cost  basis 
is  likely  to  enaUe  it  to  maintain  a 
constant  net  asset  value  of  one  dollar 
per  share  under  usual  or  ordinary 
circumstances,  a  feature  required  by  a 
large  number  of  investors. 

Ai^cant  has  agreed  that  the 
following  conditions  may  be  imposed  in 
any  order  of  the  Commissiem  panting 
the  exemptive  relief  requested. 

1.  In  supervising  the  ofurations  of 
Applicant  and  delegating  special 
re^wnsibilities  inve^ving  portfolio 
management  to  Applicant’s  investment 
adviser.  Applicant’s  board  of  trustees 
undertakes — as  a  particular 
responsibikty  wit^  its  overall  duty  of 
care  owed  to  Applicant’s  shareholders — 
to  estaUish  procedures  reasonably 
designed,  taking  into  account  current 
maricet  conditions  and  AppHcanf  s 
investment  objective,  to  stabilize 
Ai^licant’s  nc^  asset  value  per  share,  as 
cofiH)ated  for  die  purpose  of 
distribution,  redemption  and  repurchase, 
at  $1.00  per  share. 

2.  Included  within  the  procedures  to 
be  adopted  by  the  board  of  trustees 
shall  be  the  following: 

(a)  Review  by  the  board  of  trustees,  as 
it  deems  appropriate  and  at  such 
intervals  as  are  reasonable  in  li^  of 
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current  market  conditions,  to  determine 
the  extent  of  deviation,  if  any,  of  the  net 
asset  value  per  share  as  determined  by 
using  available  market  quotations  from 
Applicant’s  $1.00  amortized  cost  price 
per  share,  and  maintenance  of  records 
of  such  review.  ‘ 

(b)  In  the  event  such  deviation  from 
Applicant’s  $1.00  amortized  cost  price 
per  share  exceeds  Vz  of  1  percent,  a 
requirement  that  the  board  of  trustees 
will  promptly  consider  what  action,  if 
any,  should  be  initiated  by  it. 

(c)  Where  the  board  of  trustees 
believes  that  the  extent  of  any  deviation 
&om  Applicant’s  $1.00  amortized  cost 
price  per  share  may  result  in  material 
dilution  or  other  unfair  results  to 
investors  or  existing  shareholders,  it 
shall  take  such  action  as  it  deems 
appropriate  to  eliminate  or  to  reduce  to 
the  extent  reasonably  practicable  such 
dilution  or  unfair  results,  which  action 
may  include:  redeeming  shares  in  kind; 
selling  portfolio  instruments  prior  to 
maturity  to  realize  capital  gains  or 
losses,  or  to  shorten  Applicant’s  average 
portfolio  maturity:  witholding  dividends: 
or  utilizing  a  net  asset  value  per  share 
as  determined  by  using  available  market 
quotations. 

3.  Applicant  will  maintain  a  dollar- 
weighted  average  portfolio  maturity 
appropriate  to  its  objective  of 
maintaining  a  stable  net  asset  value  per 
share;  provided,  however,  that 
Applicant  will  not  (a)  purchase:  any 
instrument  with  a  remaining  mahirity  of 
greater  than  one  year,  or  (b)  maintain  a 
dollar-weighted  average  portfolio 
maturity  which  exceeds  120  days.’ 

4.  Applicant  will  record,  maintain  and 
preserve  permanently  in  an  easily 
accessible  place  a  written  copy  of  the 
procedures  (and  any  modifications 
thereto)  described  in  condition  1  above, 
and  Applicant  will  record,  maintain  and 
preserve  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  six 
years  (the  first  two  years  in  an  easily 
accessible  place)  a  written  record  of  the 
board  of  trustees’  considerations  and 
actions  taken  in  connection  with  the 
discharge  of  its  responsibilities,  as  set 
forth  above,  to  be  included  in  the 


'To  fuinil  this  condition.  Applicant  intends  to  use 
actual  quotations  or  estimates  of  market  value 
reflecting  current  market  conditions  chosen  by  its 
board  of  trustees  in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion  to 
be  appropriate  indicators  of  value,  which  may 
include  among  others,  (i)  quotations  or  estimates  of 
market  value  for  individual  portfolio  instruments,  or 
(ii)  values  obtained  from  yield  data  relating  to 
classes  of  money  market  instruments  published  by 
reputable  sources. 

'In  fulfilling  this  condition,  if  the  disposition  of  a 
portfolio  instrument  results  in  a  dollar-weighted 
average  portfolio  maturity  in  excess  of  120  days. 
Applicant  will  invest  its  available  cash  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  reduce  the  dollar-weighted  average 
portfolio  maturity  to  120  days  or  less  as  soon  as 
reasonably  practicable. 


minutes  of  the  board  of  trustees’ 
meetings.  The  documents  preserved 
pursuant  to  this  condition  shall  be 
subject  to  inspection  by  the  Commission 
in  accordance  with  Section  31(b)  of  the 
Act  as  though  such  documents  were 
records  required  to  be  maintained 
pursuant  to  rules  adopted  under  Section 
31(a)  of  the  Act.  • 

5.  Applicant  will  limit  its  portfolio 
investments,  including  repurchase 
agreements,  to  those  United  States 
dollar-denominated  instruments  which 
the  board  of  trustees  determines  present 
minimal  credit  risks,  and  which  are  in 
the  two  highest  ratings  by  any  major 
rating  service,  or,  in  the  case  of  any 
instrument  that  is  not  rated,  of 
comparable  quality  as  determined  by 
the  board  of  trustees. 

6.  Applicant  will  include  in  each 
quarterly  report,  as  an  attachment  to 
Form  N-lQ,  a  statement  as  to  whether 
any  action  pursuant  to  condition  2(c) 
was  taken  during  the  preceding  fiscal 
quarter,  and.  if  any  action  was  taken, 
will  describe  the  nature  and 
circumstances  of  such  action. 

Applicant  submits  that  granting  its 
requested  exemptive  order  is 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
November  23, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit 
to  the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  bn  the  application 
accompanied  by  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rqles  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 


the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

Georage  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31718  Filed  10-30-81;  8:4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  SOIO-OI-M 


[Release  No.  12005;  812-4935] 

Ohio  National  Life  Insurance  Co.,  et  al.; 
Filing  of  Application 

October  26, 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  The  Ohio  National 
Life  Insurance  Company,  Ohio  National 
Variable  Account  A,  Ohio  National 
Variable  Account  B  and  The  O.N.  Equity 
Sales  Company,  237  William  Howard 
Taft  Road,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45219  (812- 
4935). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The  Ohio 
National  Life  Insurance  Company 
("Ohio  National”),  a  mutual  life 
insurance  company  organized  under  the 
laws  of  Ohio,  Ohio  National  Variable 
Account  A  ("VA-A”)  and  Ohio  National 
Variable  Account  B  ("VA-B”),  separate 
accounts  of  Ohio  National  registered  as 
unit  investment  trusts  under  ^e 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”),  and  The  O.N.  Equity  Sales 
Company  ("Sales  Company”),  a  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary  of  Ohio  National 
registered  as  a  broker-dealer  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  "Applicemts”), 
filed  an  application  on  August  4, 1981 
pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  for  an 
order  of  the  Commission  granting 
exemptions  from  the  provisions  of 
Sections  2(a)(32),  2(a)(35),  22(c).  26(a). 
27(c)(1),  27(c)(2)  and  27(d]  of  the  Act  and 
Ride  22c-l  thereimder  to  the  extent  set 
forth  below.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Background 

Ohio  National  writes  life,  accident 
and  health  insurance  and  annuities  in  39 
states  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  VA- 
A  and  VA-B  are  separate  accounts 
established  by  Ohio  National  in  1969  for 
purposes  of  funding  variable  annuity 
contracts.  On  July  31, 1981  registration 
statements  relating  to  a  new  series  of 
combination  annuity  contracts 
(“Contracts”)  to  be  funded  through  VA- 
A  and  VA-B  were  filed  with  the 
Commission.  The  Contracts  will  provide 
for  a  contingent  deferred  sales  charge 
rather  than  a  deduction  of  a  sales  charge 
fi'om  purchase  payments  as  they  are 
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made.  The  assets  of  VA-A  and  VA-B 
are  invested  in  shares  of  O.N.  Fund,  Inc. 
(“Fund”),  a  diversified  open-end 
investment  company  registered  under 
the  Act.  The  Fund’s  investment 
objective  is  to  obtain  long-term  growth 
of  capital  through  investment  primarily 
in  common  stocks. 

The  Contracts  funded  through  VA-A 
and  VA-B  are  flexiMe  purchase 
payment  individual  combination  annuity 
contracts  which  provide  for  the 
accumulation  of  values  and  the  pa3rment 
of  annuity  ben^ts  on  a  variable,  fixed 
or  combination  variable  and  fixed  basis. 
Contracts  funded  through  VA-A  are 
designed  for  use  in  connecticm  with 
retirement  plans  qualifying  for  special 
income  tax  treatment  under  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954,  while  Contracts 
funded  through  VA-B  are  designed  for 
use  in  connection  with  retirement  {dans 
which  may  not  so  qualify.  The  Contracts 
will  be  sold  by  registered 
representatives  of  Sales  Company  or 
other  broker-dealers  who  are  also 
licensed  insurance  agents  of  C^o 
Natkxial. 

Althou^  purchase  payments  may  be 
made  from  time  to  time  at  the  discretion 
of  the  purchasers,  each  purchase 
payment  must  be  at  least  $25,  and  no 
more  than  $10,000  may  be  {>aid  within 
any  contract  year  without  the  consent  of 
Ohio  National.  A  charge  of  $1  per 
payment  is  made  to  de^y  the  cost  of 
custodial  and  administrative  services 
connected  with  receipt  of  purchase 
payments  and  crediting  of  accumulation 
units. 

No  sales  charge  deduction  is  made 
from  contract  purchase  {myments  as 
they  are  made.  However,  a  contingent 
deferred  sales  charge  is  assessed  when 
a  Contract  is  surrendered  or  a  partial 
withdrawal  of  the  accumulation  vahie  is 
made  prior  to  the  annuity 
commencement  date.  The  contingent 
deferred  sales  charge  is  intended  to 
cover  expenses  relating  to  tiie  sale  of 
the  Contracts,  including  compensation 
to  sales  personnel,  the  cost  of  sales 
literature  and  pro^ectuses,  and  other 
expenses  related  to  sales  activity.  Such 
charge  will  be  equal  to  the  lesser  of  (a) 
5%  of  the  total  purchase  {Myments  made 
during  the  96  months  immediately 
preceding  the  surrender  or  partial 
withdrawal,  or  (b)  5%  of  the 
accumulation  value  being  surrendered 
or  withdrawn.  After  the  first  contract 
anniversary,  a  partial  withdrawal  of  not 
more  than  7%  of  the  accumulation  value 
of  the  Contract  may  be  made  once  each 
contract  year  without  the  impiosition  of 
the  contingent  deferred  sales  charge. 

Prior  to  the  annuity  commencement 
date,  Ohio  National  will  deduct  an 
annual  contract  administration  charge  of 


$25  to  reimburse  it  for  administrative 
expenses  relating  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Contract.  Such  charge  wiB  be 
deducted  fiom  the  accumulation  value 
of  the  Contract  on  each  contract 
anniversary  and  upon  surrender  on  any 
other  date.  In  addition,  a  deduction 
equal  on  an  annual  basis  to  .25  p«xent 
of  the  accumulatin  value  of  a  contract 
will  be  made  at  tim  end  of  each 
valuation  period  for  administrative 
expenses. 

For  assuming  nuHTtality  and  ex{>ense 
risks,  Ohio  National,  in  determining  the 
variable  accumulation  unit  value 
the  annuity  unit  value,  makes  a 
deductfon  at  the  end  erf  each  valuation 
period  equal  to  1  percent  of  the  contract 
value  on  an  annu^  basis.  Such 
deduction  may  be  decreased  by  Ohio 
National  at  any  time  and  may  be 
increased  not  more  frequently  than 
annually  to  not  more  than  1.5  {lucent  on 
an  annual  basis.  If  the  deduction  is 
insufficient  to  cover  the  actual  cost  of 
the  mortality  and  expense  risk 
undertakings,  the  loss  will  fall  on  Ohio 
National,  conversely,  if  the  deduction 
proves  more  than  sufficient,  the  excess 
will  be  a  gain  to  Ohio  NationaL 

Section  2(a)(35) 

Section  2(a)(35)  of  the  Act  defines 
“sales  load”  as,  generally,  tiie  difference 
between  the  price  of  a  security  to  the 
public  and  that  {wrtion  of  the  proceeds 
from  its  sale  which  is  received  and 
invested,  less  any  {lortion  of  such 
difference  deducted  for  trustee’s  or 
custodian’s  fees,  insurance  premiums, 
issue  taxes,  or  administrative  expenses 
or  fees  which  are  not  properly 
chargeable  to  sales  or  promotional 
activities.  Applicants  assert  that  since 
the  contingent  deferred  sales  charge  is 
not  deducted  fiom  purchase  payments 
as  they  are  received  fiom  tiie 
contractowner,  it  is  not  within  tiie 
definition  of  “sales  load”  set  fortii  in 
Section  2(a)(35).  However,  Applicants 
also  assert  that  the  contingent  deferred 
sales  charge  is  designed  to  cover 
precisely  toose  expenses  to  which  the 
definition  of  sales  load  relates  and  thus 
appears  to  be  consistent  with  the  intent 
of  the  definition  of  “sales  load” 
contained  in  the  Act  According, 
Applicants  request  an  exemption  from 
Section  2(a}(35)to  avoid  any  question  as 
to  the  consistency  of  tiie  proposed 
contingent  defend  sales  charge  with 
the  loading  pattern  contemplated  by 
Section  2(aK3S]. 

Sectimis  2(a)(32)  and  27(d) 

Section  2(a)(32)  of  the  Act  in 
pertinent  part,  defines  a  redeemable 
security  as  any  security  under  the  terms 
of  which  the  holder  is  entitled  to  receive 


approximately  his  proportionate  share 
of  the  issuer’s  current  net  assets,  or  the 
cash  equivalent  tiiereof.  Secton  27(d)  of 
the  Act  requires  that  the  ludder  of  a 
periodic  payment  plan  certificate  be 
able  to  surrender  the  certificate  under 
certain  drcumstances  and  recover 
certain  finnt-end  sales  charges. 
Applicamts  submit  that  the  imix»itiaB  of 
the  contingent  deferred  sales  charge  is 
not  inconsistent  witii  tiie  rquirenents  of 
either  Sections  2(aX32)  cw  27(d)  tiiat  tiie 
holder  of  a  periodic  payment  {dan 
certificate  receive  his  {xirportionate 
share  of  the  issuer’s  current  net  assets . 
or  his  account  value,  respectively. 
However,  in  order  to  avoid  any  question 
as  to  the  applicability  of  such  sections. 
Applicants  request  an  exem{ition  fiom 
the  definition  of  redeemable  security  in 
Section  2(a)(32)  and  fiom  tiie 
requirements  of  Section  27(d)  to  tiie 
extent  necessary  to  permit  Applicants  to 
offer  the  Contracts  with  the  {iroposed 
contiOgmit  deferred  sales  charge. 

Section  22(c)  and  Rale  22c-l 

Section  22(c}  and  Rule  220-1 
thereunder  prohilnt  a  registered 
investment  com{>any  issuing  a 
redeemable  security  fiom  selling 
redeeming  or  repurchasing  any  such 
security  except  at  a  price  based  on  the 
current  net  asset  value  of  such  security. 
Applicants  assert  that  the  value  at 
which  a  surrender  or  partial  witiidrawal 
is  effected  will  be  based  on  the  current 
net  asset  value  and  that  the  contingent 
delered  sales  charge  will  merely  be 
deducted  at  such  time  in  arriving  at  the 
amount  to  be  {>aid  to  the  contract  owner 
upon  surrenda  at  in  determining  the 
remaining  accumulated  value  under  tiie 
Contract  in  the  case  of  a  {lartial 
withdrawal  'Thus.  Applicants  sidimit 
that  the  contingent  deferred  sales  charge 
is  not  violative  of  Section  22(c)  or  Rale 
22c-l  thereunder.  However,  m  mder  to 
avoid  any  question  as  to  the 
applicabtiity  of  Section  22(c)  and  Rnle 
22C-1,  Apidicants  have  reqimsted  an 
exemption  from  ^  provisions  of 
Section  22(c)  and  Ride  22o-l  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  {lennit  Ap{dicants  to 
offer  the  Contracts  with  the  pre^xMed 
contingent  deferred  sales  charge. 

Section  27(c)(1) 

Section  27(cXl)  of  Ac  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
registered  investment  company  issuing 
periodic  {layment  plan  certificates  to  sell 
any  sudi  certificate  unless  such 
certificate  is  a  redeemable  security. 
Applicants  believe  that  the  assessment 
of  a  contingent  deferred  sales  charge 
upon  certain  surrenders  or  withdrawals, 
which  will  be  fully  disclosed  in  the 
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prospectus,  should  not  be  construed  as 
such  a  restriction  on  redemption.  The 
Contracts,  Applicants  assert,  are  clearly 
redeemable  securities,  whether  the  sales 
charge  is  imposed  on  purchase 
payments  at  the  time  or  purchase,  or 
whether  such  charge  is  deferred  and 
made  contingent  upon  an  event  which 
may  or  may  not  materialize.  However, 
in  order  to  avoid  any  question  as  to  the 
applicability  of  Section  27(c}(l], 
Applicants  have  requested  an 
exemption  from  the  provisions  of 
Section  27(c)(1)  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  permit  Applicants  to  offer  the 
Contracts  on  the  terms  proposed. 

Sections  26(a)  and  27(c)(2) 

Sections  26(a)  and  27(c)(2),  as  here 
pertinent,  provide  that  a  registered  unit 
investment  trust  and  any  depositor  and 
underwriter  for  the  trust  are  prohibited 
from  selling  periodic  payment  plan 
certiHcates  unless  the  proceeds  of  all 
payments  other  than  the  sales  load  are 
deposited  with  a  trustee  or  custodian 
meeting  certain  qualifications  and  held 
under  an  indenture  or  agreement 
containing  certain  provisions. 

According  to  the  Applicants,  deferring 
the  sales  charge  and  making  it 
contingent  upon  an  event  which  may 
never  occur  does  not  change  the  basic 
nature  of  the  charge  as  a  sales  charge  to 
which  the  Section  27(c)(2)  exception 
should  apply.  Thus,  Applicant  submit 
that  the  proposed  contingent  deferred 
sales  load  is  not  inconsistent  with  the 
purposes  of  Sections  27(c)(2)  and  26(a). 
However,  Applicants  have  requested  an 
exemption  from  the  provisions  of 
Sections  27(c)(2)  and  26(a)  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  Applicants  to  offer 
the  Contracts  with  the  contingent 
deferred  sales  load. 

In  addition,  exemptions  are  also 
requested  from  such  sections  because  of 
the  nature  of  the  custodianship 
arrangements.  The  assets  of  VA-A  and 
VA-B  are  held  pursuant  to  an  agreement 
of  custodianship  with  the  Hartford 
National  Bank  and  Trust  Company 
("Custodian”).  The  agreement  requires 
the  Custodian  to  have  at  all  times 
aggregate  capital  surplus  and  undivided 
protit  of  not  less  than  $2  million  and 
prohibits  the  resignation  of  the 
Custodian  until  (a)  VA-A  or  VA-B  have 
been  completely  liquidated  and  the 
proceeds  of  such  liquidation  properly 
distributed,  or  (b)  a  successor  custodian 
bank  having  the  above  enumerated 
qualitications  shall  have  agreed  to  serve 
as  custodian.  The  agreement,  however, 
does  not  create  a  trust  with  respect  to 
the  assets  of  VA-A  and  VA-B  because 
Ohio  National,  as  a  life  insurance 
company,  must  retain  ownership  and 
control  of  the  disposition  of  its  property. 


Although  a  trust  will  not  be  created  with 
respect  to  the  assets  of  VA-A  and  VA- 
B,  Applicants  assert  that  under  the 
agreement  of  custodianship,  such  assets 
will  be  in  the  possession  of  the 
Custodian,  will  be  deposited  for 
safekeeping  in  a  vault  or  other 
depository  maintained  by  the  Custodian, 
and  will  be  physically  segregated  and 
held  separate  from  the  property  of  any 
other  person  until  distribution. 
Accordingly,  Applicants  request  an 
exemption  from  the  provisions  of 
Sections  26(a)  and  27(c)(2)  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  make  the  requirement  of  a 
trust  inapplicable. 

Applicants  consent  to  the  requested 
exemption  from  Sections  26(a)  and 
27(c)(2)  being  made  subject  to  the 
following  conditions:  (1)  that  the  charges 
to  combination  annuity  contractowners 
for  administrative  services  shall  not 
exceed  such  reasonable  amounts  as  the 
Commission  shall  prescribe,  jurisdiction 
being  reserved  for  such  purpose,  and  (2) 
that  the  payment  of  sums  and  charges 
out  of  the  assets  of  VA-A  and  VA-B 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  exempted 
from  regulation  by  the  Commission  by 
reason  of  the  requested  order,  provided 
that  Applicants’  consent  to  this 
condition  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  a 
concession  to  the  Commission  of 
authority  to  regulate  the  payment  of 
sums  and  charges  out  of  such  assets 
other  than  charges  for  sales  load  and 
administrative  services  and  Applicants 
reserve  the  right  in  any  proceeding 
before  the  Commission  or  in  any  suit  or 
action  in  any  court  to  assert  that  the 
Commission  has  no  authority  to  regulate 
the  payment  of  such  other  sums  or 
charges. 

Section  6(c) 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  the  Conunission,  by 
order  upon  application,  may 
conditionally  or  unconditionally  exempt 
any  person,  security,  or  transaction,  or 
any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities  or  transactions,  from  any 
provision  of  the  Act  or  any  rule  or 
regulation  thereunder,  if  and  to  the 
extent  that  such  exemption  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act.  For  the  reasons  and  upon  the 
facts  set  forth  above.  Applicants  assert 
that  the  exemptions  requested  in  the 
application  are  necessary  and 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 


Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
November  17, 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit 
to  the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his/ 
her  interest,  the  reason  for  such  request, 
and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he /she 
may  request  that  he /she  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicants  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attomey- 
at-law,  by  certiticate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
.will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date,  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-31719  Filed  10.^0-81;  B;45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  8010-01-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Ucense  No.  05/05-0113] 

Fourth  Street  Capital  Corp.;  License 
Surrender 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Fourth 
Street  Capital  Corporation,  508  Dixie 
Terminal  Building,  Cinciimati,  Ohio 
45202  has  surrendered  its  license  to 
operate  as  a  small  business  investment 
company  under  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the 
Act).  Fourth  Street  Capital  Corporation 
was  liceiised  by  the  Small  Business 
Administration  on  January  12, 1977. 

Under  the  authority  vested  by  the  Act 
and  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder,  the  surrender 
of  the  license  was  accepted  on 
September  8, 1981,  and  accordingly,  all 
ri^ts,  privileges,  and  franchises  derived 
therefrom  have  been  terminated. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  211  /  Monday,  November  2,  1981  /  Notices 


54453 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies] 

Dated;  October  22, 1981. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-siess  Filed  10-30-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


Maximum  Annual  Cost  of  Money  to 
Small  Business  Concerns 

13  CFR  107.301(c)  sets  forth  the  SBA 
Regulation  governing  the  maximum 
annual  costs  of  money  to  small  business 
concerns  for  Financing  by  small 
business  investment  companies. 

Section  107.301(c)(2)  requires  that  SBA 
publish  from  time  to  time  in  the  Federal 
Register  the  current  Federal  Financing 
Bank  (FFB)  rate  for  use  in  computing  the 
maximum  annual  cost  of  money 
pursuant  to  Section  107.301(g)(1).  It  is 
anticipated  that  a  rate  notice  will  be 
published  each  month. 

13  CFR  107.301(c)  does  not  supersede 
or  preempt  any  applicable  law  that 
imposes  an  interest  ceiling  lower  than 
the  ceiling  imposed  by  that  regulation. 
Attention  is  directed  to  new  subsection 
308(i)  of  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act,  added  by  section  524  of  Pub.  L.  96- 
221,  March  31, 1980  (94  Stat.  161),  to  that 
law’s  Federal  override  of  State  usury 
ceilings,  and  to  its  forfeiture  and  penalty 
provisions. 

Effective  November  1, 1981,  and  until 
further  notice,  the  FFB  rate  to  be  used 
for  purposes  of  computing  the  maximum 
cost  of  money  pursuant  to  13  CFR 
107.301(c)  is  15.075  percent  per  annum. 

Dated:  October  26, 1981. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment. 

|FR  Doc.  81-31656  Filed  10-30.81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  602S.4)1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
[Docket  No.  EX-FE  81-01;  Notice  2] 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

Petition  for  Exemption  From 
Automotive  Fuel  Economy 
Requirements 

agency:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA),  DOT. 
action:  Granting  of  petition. 


summary:  This  notice  grants  a  petition 
from  Volkswagen  of  America  (VWoA), 
submitted  under  section  503(b)(3)(A)  of 


the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act.  VWoA  seeks  exemption 
from  the  requirement  under  that  Act  that 
domestically-manufactured  passenger 
automobiles  must  comply  with  average 
fuel  economy  standards  separately  from 
imported  automobiles,  i.e.,  fuel  economy 
ratings  for  the  two  classes  of  vehicles 
may  not  be  averaged  together.  The  Act 
requires  the  agency  to  grant  this  petition 
unless  it  determines  that  such  action 
would  result  in  reduced  employment  in 
the  U.S.  related  to  motor  vehicle 
manufacturing. 

date:  This  exemption  is  effective 
beginning  with  the  1982  model  year. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  Devereaux,  OfHce  of 
Automotive  Fuel  Economy  Standards 
(NRM-23),  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  205^ 
(202-755-9384). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  5, 1981,  VWoA  filed  a  petition 
under  section  503(b)  of  the  Motor 
Vehicle  Information  and  Cost  Savings 
Act.  This  petition  sought  exemption 
from  the  general  statutory  requirement 
that  fuel  economy  ratings  for  imported 
automobiles  may  not  be  averaged 
together  with  ratings  for  domestically 
manufactured  automobiles  for  purposes 
of  determining  compliance  with  average 
fuel  economy  standards.  In  the 
Automobile  Fuel  Efficiency  Act  of  1980, 
Congress  authorized  such  exemptions 
for  manilfacturers  which  began  U.S. 
production  in  the  1975-85  period  unless 
this  agency  concludes  that  a  grant  of  the 
petition  would  result  in  reduced 
employment  in  the  United  States  related 
to  motor  vehicle  manufacturing. 

On  September  10, 1981,  in  46  FR  45238, 
the  agency  published  a  notice  inviting 
public  comment  on  VWoA’s  petition  and 
particularly  on  the  question  of  whether  a 
grant  of  the  petition  would  adversely 
affect  U.S.  employment.  Only  General 
Motors  submitted  a  comment  on  the 
petition,  opposing  a  grant  on  the  basis 
that  such  a  decision  might  provide 
VWoA  a  competitive  advantage.  GM 
argues  that  such  an  advantage  could 
result  from  VWoA’s  ability  to  avoid  civil 
penalties  for  its  imported  fleet  of 
vehicles  (which  may  at  some  point  fail 
to  meet  fuel  economy  standards)  or  from 
its  ability  to  increase  the  number  of  fuel 
inefficient  imported  vehicles  it  sells  in 
this  country  free  of  fuel  economy 
standards  constraints.  These  would  be 
opportunities  not  available  to  other 
companies.  For  the  reasons  set  forth 
below,  the  agency  cannot  conclude  that 
GM’s  assertions  are  valid,  and,  in 
accordance  with  the  Act,  must  grant 
VWoA’s  petition. 


VWoA  now  has  the  capacity  to 
produce  approximately  200,000  of  its 
“Rabbit”  automobiles  in  its 
Westmoreland,  Pennsylvania  plant. 
These  vehicles  currently  have 
approximately  60  percent  domestic 
content.  So  long  as  the  domestic  content 
of  these  vehicles  remains  below  the  75 
percent  level,  they  may  be  combined 
with  Volkswagen’s  imported  vehicles  for 
purposes  of  determining  compliance 
with  fuel  economy  standards.  However, 
under  section  503(b)(2)(E)  of  the  Act, 
once  the  domestic  content  level  equals 
or  exceeds  75  percent  domestic  content, 
those  vehicles  are  considered 
domestically  manufactured  and  may  no 
longer  be  combined  with  imports. 

VWoA  plans  to  add  a  second  U.S. 
manufacturing  facility  during  1982, 
which  will  have  the  capacity  to  produce 
another  185,000  Rabbits.  This  latter 
group  of  vehicles  apparently  will  also 
have  less  than  75  percent  U.S.  content 
initially,  but  VWoA  hopes  to  exceed  the 
75  percent  U.S.  content  level  at  both 
facilities  in  the  next  few  years. 

Looking  solely  at  employment  at 
VWoA  and  its  suppliers,  and  assuming 
that  VWoA  would  not  risk  civil  penalty 
liability  for  its  imported  fleet  by 
exceeding  the  75  percent  level  with  its 
Rabbits  without  first  obtaining  the 
requested  exemption,  the  agency 
believes  that  an  increase  in  U.S. 
employment  of  10-15,000  jobs  should 
result  from  granting  this  petition. 
Without  the  exemption,  VWoA  could 
continue  to  produce  Rabbits  with  70 
percent  U.S.  content  and  still  combine 
all  its  vehicles  (imported  and  U.S.- 
produced)  to  comply  with  fuel  economy 
standards.  With  the  requested 
exemption,  VWoA  might  well  increase 
the  domestic  content  of  its  U.S.  Rabbits 
by  10  to  15  percent  (from  the  current 
level  to  slightly  above  the  75  percent 
statutory  threshold),  or  the  equivalent  of 
about  40,000  to  60,000  complete  vehicles 
produced  with  100  percent  U.S.  labor 
and  components.  If,  as  VWoA  has 
suggested,  each  automobile  produced 
generates  approximately  one-fourth 
man-year  of  employment,  then  nearly 
10,000  to  15,000  new  jobs  would  be 
created  in  this  count^  as  a  result  of  a 
grant  of  the  petition. 

It  is  more  difficult  to  measure  the 
possible  adverse  employment  impacts 
associated  with  any  competitive 
advantage  conferred  upon  Volkswagen. 
One  possible  advantage  would  be  the 
effective  elimination  of  civil  penalty 
liability  for  VW’s  import  fleet.  At  the 
worst,  the  effect  on  VW  of  not  granting 
the  requested  exemption  is  that  VW 
might  incur  a  civil  penalty  of  $100  per 
imported  car  and  suffer  a  sales  loss  of 
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not  more  than  1500  units.  That  is 
equivalent  to  400  jobs.  If  the  extreme 
assumption  is  made  that  U.S. 
manufacturers  would  capture  all  of  the 
sales  lost  by  VW,  then  there  would  be  a 
gain  of  1500  car  sales  and  400  jobs  by 
the  U.S.  vehicle  manufacturing  industry. 
Given  the  strong  likelihood  that  other 
foreign  manufachu'ers  would  capture  a 
substantial  portion  of  VW’s  lost  sales, 
the  gains  by  the  U.S.  industry  would  be 
much  less  dian  1500  car  sales  and  400 
jobs.  Thus,  granting  the  exemption 
requested  by  VW  could  cause  the  U.S. 
auto  indusby  to  lose  the  opportimity  to 
make  those  sales  and  employment  gains. 
In  practice,  the  $100  civil  penalty  is  too 
low  a  threshold  to  be  a  significant 
depressent  to  the  sales  of  these  rather 
expensive  imports.  In  any  case,  based 
on  the  agency’s  analysis,  it  appears  that 
the  U.S.  employment  benefits  associated 
with  increasing  the  domestic  content  of 
the  U.S.-built  Rabbits  would  greatly 
outweigh  any  U.S.  employment  loss 
resulting  from  a  slightly  lower  retail 
price  for  VW’s  imported  fleet. 

No  comments  were  received  on  the 
question  of  the  duration  of  the 
exemption.  Section  503(b](3)(B]  of  the 
Act  authorizes  exemptions  for  a  period 
of  5  model  years  “or,  at  the  request  of 
the  manufacturer,  such  longer  period’’  as 
the  agency  may  specify.  VWoA 
requested  that  the  exemption  be 
permanent.  The  agency  will  grant  the 
exemption  for  this  indefinite  future,  but 
reserves  the  right  to  reconsider  this 
action  should  it  appear  that  the 
exemption  is  no  longer  consistent  with 
the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that,  as 
specified  in  section  503(b)(3](^  of  the 
Act,  Volkswagen  may  not  earn 


monetary  credits  for  exceeding  fuel 
economy  standards  beginning  with  the 
1982  model  year.  The  Act  specifies  that 
this  credit  forfeiture  must  continue  for 
the  duration  of  the  exemption. 

’The  environmental  impacts  of  this 
action  have  been  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  those 
impacts  have  been  determined  to  be 
small.  The  principal  impact  of  granting 
this  petition  would  be  to  promote 
increased  U.S.  manufacturing  operations 
and  employment,  a  positive  economic 
impact  with  fairly  small  adverse 
environmental  impacts.  Therefore,  this 
action  does  not  constitute  a  “major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
environment”  requiring  an 
environmental  impact  statement.  To 
document  this,  the  agency  has  prepared 
an  environmental  assessment  discussing 
the  environmental  consequences  of  this 
action,  copies  of  which  are  available 
from  the  Docket  Section.  Although  this 
proceeding  will  not  result  in  the 
issuance  of  a  “rule”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  and 
therefore  is  not  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12291, 
a  regulatory  evaluation  has  been 
prepared,  copies  of  which  are  available 
fi-om  the  Docket  Section.  It  is  not 
anticipated  that  this  action  will  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  and  for  this 
reason  no  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Analysis  is  required. 

(Sec.  4,  Pub.  L  98-425, 94  Stat.  1821  (15  U.S.C. 
2003);  sea  9,  Pub.  L  89-670, 80  Stat.  931  (49 
U.S.C.  1657);  delegation  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.50) 


Issued  on  October  23, 1981. 
Raymond  A.  Peck,  Jr., 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  Sl-31497  Filed  lO-SO-81;  S:4S  am] 
8IUINQ  CODE  4910-59-M 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Structural 
Safety  of  Veterans  Administration 
Facilities;  Meeting 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives 
notice  under  Pub.  L  92-463  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Structural  Safety  of  Veterans 
Administration  Facilities  will  be  held  in 
Room  442  of  the  Lafayette  Building,  811 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  DC 
on  November  6, 1981  at  10  a.m.  The 
committee  members  will  review 
Veterans  Administration  construction 
standards  and  criteria  relating  to  fire, 
earthquake  and  other  disaster  resistant 
construction. 

'The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
up  to  the  seating  capacity  of  the  room. 
Because  of  the  limited  seating  capacity, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  those  wishing  to 
attend  to  contact  Mr.  Richard  D. 
McConnell,  Director,  Civil  Engineering 
Service,  Office  of  Construction, 

Veterans  Administration  Central  O^ce 
(phone  202-389-2864),  prior  to  the 
meeting  date. 

The  appearance  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  at  least  15  days  prior  to 
the  meeting  has  been  delayed  in 
administrative  processing. 

Dated:  October  26, 1981. 

Donald  Custis, 

Acting  Administrator, 

[FR  Doc.  81-31720  Filed  10-30-81:  8:45  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  November  3, 

1981. 

PLACE:  Room  1027, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT: 

1.  Ratification  of  items  adopted  by 
notation. 

2.  Rules  on  Government  Travel  Fares:  Draft 
Order  to  Show  Cause  why  tariffs  containing 
the  “YCA"  Fare  designator  by  carriers  which 
do  not  have  government  contracts  should  not 
be  cancelled.  (Memo  791,  BCCP,  BDA,  OGC) 

3.  Docket  37812,  Agreement  CAB  28212-A2, 
agreement  among  Air  Traffic  Conference  of 
America  member  carriers  relating  to  interline 
settlement  of  agent-issued  traffic  documents. 
(BDA.  OGC) 

4.  Docket  39677,  Air  Continental,  Inc. — 
Application  for  a  section  418  All-Cargo  Air 
Service  Certificate.  (BDA,  OGC) 

5.  Docket:,  36445  and  36538,  Air  Pacific's 
Notice  of  Intent  to  suspend  service  at  Chico, 
California.  (Memo  867,  BDA,  OCCR] 

6.  Docket  39999,  Application  of  L.A.B. 

Flying  Service,  Inc.  under  Subpart  Q  of  the 
Board's  Regulations  for  a  section  401 
certificate  to  operate  at  six  points  within 
Alaska.  (BDA) 

7.  Ducket  39892,  Application  of  Freedom 
Airlines,  Inc.,  under  expedited  procedures,  for 
a  401  certificate.  (BDA) 

8.  Commuter  carrier  fitness  determination 
of  C&M  Airlines.  (Memo  860,  BDA) 

9.  Commuter  carrier  fitness  determination 
of  Commuter  Airlines,  Inc.  and  Freedom 
Airlines,  Inc.  (Memo  863,  BDA) 

10.  Commuter  carrier  fifhess  determination 
of  Harold's  Air  Service  Inc.  (BDA) 

11.  Dockets  39480  and  39289;  Essential  Air 
Service  at  Brookings,  Huron,  Mitchell,  and 
Yankton,  South  Dakota  and  Republic's  notice 
to  suspend  service  at  Norfolk,  Nebraska. 
(BDA.  OCCR) 

12.  Dockets  39298  and  39338;  United  Air 
Lines'  notices  to  suspend  service  at  Elko  and 
Ely,  Nevada,  and  Pendleton,  Oregon.  (BDA, 
OCCR) 

13.  Dockets  38140.  EAS  549,  552  and  553— 
Carrier  selection  for  essential  air 


transportation  at  Enid,  Ponca  City  and 
Stillwater,  Oklahoma.  (BDA) 

14.  Docket  37863,  Republic's  final  hold-in 
rate  for  the  provision  of  Essential  Air  Service 
at  Crescent  City,  California.  (BDA,  OCCR, 

OC) 

15.  Docket  38483 — Employee  Protection 
Program.  (OGC,  BDA) 

16.  Interpretation  of  section  401(e)(1)  of  the 
Act  with  respect  to  the  listing  of  points  on  air 
carrier  certificates.  (OGC,  BDA) 

17.  Procedures  for  Mexican  air  carriers 
applying  for  a  foreign  air  carrier  permit  to 
conduct  transborder  operations  with  small 
aircraft.  (OCC,  BIA) 

18.  Dockets  33905,  38023 — Registration  of  ^ 
foreign  charter  operators.  (OGC,  BIA,  BDA) 

19.  Docket  33363,  Former  Large  Irregular 
Air  Service  Investigation,  Dockets  34652  and 
34653,  Applications  of  Great  Plains  Airlines, 
Ltd,  for  interstate,  overseas  and  foreign 
charter  authority  and  domestic  all-cargo 
authority;  Order  declining  review.  (OGC) 

20.  Docket  32412,  Application  of  Eric  C. 
Pearson  d/b/a/  Pearson  Alaska  Airlines  for 
charter  air  transportation  certificates;  Docket 
33361,  Former  Large  Irregular  Air  Service 
Investigation;  Order  declining  review.  (OGC) 

21.  Dockets  32660  and  35634.  lATA 
agreements  proposing  U.S.-Africa  cargo  rate 
increases  and  ]apan-American  Samoa  GIT 
fare  revisions.  (Memo  859,  BIA) 

22.  Docket  39750 — Application  of 
Northwest  Airlines  to  realign  routes  so  that  it 
can  integrate  its  transatlantic  authority.  (BIA. 
OGC) 

23.  Docket  39967 — Cancellation  of  the 
foreign  air  carrier  permits  held  by  Air 
Caravane,  Inc.,  Northward  Airlines  Limited, 
Ontario  World  Air  Limited,  and  Transair 
Limited.  (Memo  869,  BIA,  OGC) 

24.  Docket  38285 — ^Application  of 
Aeroservicios  Ecuatorianos,  C.A.  (AECA)  for 
an  initial  foreign  air  carrier  permit  to  engage 
in:  (1)  nonscheduled  air  service  of  property 
only  between  Guayaquil  and/or  Quito, 
Ecuador  and  the  coterminal  points  Miami  and 
Houston,  and  (2)  charter  air  services  of 
property.  (Memo  625-A,  BIA,  OGC,  BALJ) 
STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT.  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

IS-iese-SI  Filed  10-28-Sl;  4:4S  pmj 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notice  of  Change  in  Subject  of  Meeting 
The  National  Credit  Union 
Administration  Board  has  determined 
that  its  business,required  that  the 
previously  announced  closed  meeting  on 


Monday,  October  26, 1981  include  the 
following  additional  item  which  was 
closed  to  public  observation: 

Personnel  action.  Closed  pursuant  to 
exemptions  (2)  and  (6). 

Earlier  announcement  of  this  change 
was  not  possible. 

The  previously  announced  items  were: 

1.  Administrative  Adjudication.  Closed  *  ' 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8),  (9)(A)(ii)  and  (10). 

2.  Request  from  Federally  insured  credit 
union  for  special  assistance  under  Section 
208  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8)  and  (9)(A)(ii). 

3.  Request  for  purchase  and  assumption 
with  special  assistance  under  Section  208  of 
the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8)  and  (9)(A)(ii). 

The  meeting  was  held  at  9:30  a.m.,  in 
the  seventh  floor  Board  Room,  1776  G 
Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Rosemary  Brady,  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
telephone  (202)  357-1100. 

IS-1658-81  Filed  10-29-81: 10:44  ain| 

BILUNQ  CODE  7535-01-M 
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NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday. 
November  5, 1981. 

PLACE:  1776  G  Street  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  seventh  floor  board  room. 

status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Review  of  Central  Liquidity  Facility 
Lending  rate. 

2.  Regulatory  Review  of  Section  701.21-4  of 
the  NCUA  Rules  and  Regulations  regarding 
loans  to  officials. 

3.  Extension  of  time  for  compliance  with 
Revised  Part  721  of  the  NCUA  Rules  and 
Regulations. 

4.  Reports  of  action  taken  under 
delegations  of  authority. 

5.  Applications  for  charters,  amendments  to 
charters,  bylaw  amendments,  mergers  that 
may  be  pending  at  that  time. 

recess:  10:15  a.m. 

TIME  AND  date:  10:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
November  5, 1981. 

place:  1776  G  Street  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  seventh  floor  board  room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 
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MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Administrative  Adjudication.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8),  (9](A](ii]  and  (10]. 

2.  Requests  from  Federally  insured  credit 
unions  for  special  assistance  under  Section 
208  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8)  and  (9](A](ii]. 

3.  Requests  for  mergers  with  special 
assistance  under  Section  208  of  the  Federal 
Credit  Union  Act.  Closed  pursuant  to 
exemptions  (8)  and  (9](A)(ii}. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Rosemary  Brady,  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
telephone  (202)  357-1100. 

IS-1657-81  Filed  10-29-81: 10:44  am] 
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